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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
Taurspay, February 4, 1915.

The House met at 11 o'clock a. m.

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol-
lowing prayer:

O Lord our God, in response to the invitation revealed in the
written word and in the law of our being, we come asking that
we may receive, seeking that we may find, knocking that the
chambers of Thy councils may be opened unto us, that righte-
ousness, truth, and justice may prevail in all our hearts that
Thy purposes may be fulfilled in us; and we will praise Thy
name forever, In the spirit of the Mnster Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and
approved.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. .

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Tulley, one of its clerks,
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment bills
of the following titles:

H. R. 20933. An act extending the time for completion of the
bridge across the Mississippi River at Memphis, Tenn., author-
ized by an act entitled “An act to authorize the Arkansas &
Memphis Railway Bridge & Terminal Co. to construct, maintain,
and operate a bridge across the Mississippi River at Memphis,
Tenn.,” approved August 23, 1912; and

H 1t 20818, An act to authorize the Brunot Island Bridge Co.
to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the back
channel of the Ohio River.

IMMIGRATION.

Mr. BURNETT. Mr. Speaker, I present a privileged report
(No. 1368) from the Committee on Immigration and Naturali-
zation.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I take it that it is not necessary
to read the report.

Mr. BURNETT. I would like to have the report read.

Mr. MANN. It will be read in the gentleman's tlme. The
report is not privileged.

M>. BURNETT. There has been, Mr, Spenker, a tlme agreed
upon for debate.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama is entitled to
an hour’s time on his report.

Mr. HEFLIN. What is the agreement as to time?

Mr. MANN. I think the gentleman from Alabama should
have the agreement as to time settled in the House.

Mr. BURNETT. And then have the report read, but not
taken out of the time agreed upon?

Mr, MANN. I do not care about that.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr, Speaker, I think the gquestion is not
before the House until a motion is made to accept the report. I
think it is in order for the gentleman to have the report read
in his time and then make the motion.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the title to the bill.

The Clerk read as follows:

R. 6060. An act to regulate the Immlgratiun of aliens to and the
residence of allens in the United State:

Mr. FIELDS rose.

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from
Kentucky rise?

Mr. FIELDS. Considering the importance of this matter,
Mr. Speaker, I think there should be a quorum present, and I
make the point of order that no quorum is present.

Mr. MANN. I hope the gentleman will not do that; there will
soon be a quorum here.

Mr. FIELDS. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the point of no
quorum.

Mr. BURNETT. Mr. Speaker, I eall up the report on the bill
H. R. 6060, and move that the House pass the bill, the veto of
the President to the contrary notwithstanding.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama moves that
the House, on reconsideration, pass the immigration bill, the
objections of the President to the contrary notwithstanding,

Mr. BURNETT. Mr. Speaker, we have agreed upon 5 hours
and 20 minutes for debate. One-half is to be given to the side
of the proponents of the bill and one-half to those opposed to
the bill; 1 hour and 20 minutes is to be controlled by myself
and 1 hour and 20 minutes by the gentleman from Massachu-
setts [Mr. GarpNER]. For those opposed to the bill, 1 hour and
20 minutes is to be controlled by the gentleman fiom Illinois
[Mr. SapaTi] and 1 hour and 20 minutes by the gentleman from
Pennsylvania [Mr. Moorg].

Mr. SABATH. Oue hour and twenty minutes is to be con-
trolled by me and one hour and twenty minutes by the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moogrg].
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani-
mous consent that debate on this bill shall be limited to 5
hours and 20 minutes—one-half on one side and one-half on
the other; that one half of the time for those in favor of the
passing of the bill over the President’s veto be controlled by
himself and the other half by the gentleman from Massachu-
setts [Mr. GArDNER] and one half of the time in opposition to
be controlled by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SaBaTH] and
the other half by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr.
Moore].

Mr. MANN, And at the end of that time———-

Mr, BURNETT. I shall ask for the previous question.

The SPEAKER. And at the end of 5 hours and 20 minutes
the previous question shall be considered as ordered. Is there
objection?

Mr. HEFLIN. Reserving the right to objeet, I want to ask
if out of that time I can have 10 minutes. I want to discuss
this question, as it is a very important one, and I want at least
10 minutes of time.

Mr. BURNETT. Mr. Speaker, the committee desires most of
the time, and I ean not agree to the gentleman’s request, but I
will agree that he shall have 5 minutes.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. ANTHONY. Reserving the right to object, I would like
to ask if the gertleman from Alabama would have any objee-
tion to fixing the time for a vote. I think the House is en-
titled to know when it will vote.

The SPEAKER. It will vote at the conclusion of 5 hours and
20 minutes plus such little time as may be lost in the usual
process of debate.

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Speaker——

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from
Pennsylvania rise?

Mr, MOORE. I am a member of the Committee on Immigra-
tion, and I rise to reserve my right to object in order that I
may ask the gentleman from Alabama a question. The gentle-
man from Alabama has stated that an arrangement has been
made by which 5§ hours and 20 minutes are to be accorded to
debate. He proposes that the time shall be divided between
himself and the gentleman from Masssachusetts [Mr. GARDNER],
who stands on all fours with the gentleman from Alabama [Mr.
Burserr], and that then a Democratic member of the com-
mittee shall divide the rest of the time. I would like to know
whether the members of the committee on all sides of this
question have been consulted with regard to the division of
time?

Mr. GARDNER. I think the gentleman from Pennsylvania
totally misunderstands the question. The gentleman from Ala-
bama very fairly asked me what I would agree to on the Re-
publican side, being on the same side. I said that one-quarter
of the time should be controlled by the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania, Mr. Moorg, on the Republican side.

Mr. MOORE. Was “the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr,
Moore,"” consulted?

Mr. GARDNER. No; he was not; he was not here—

Mr. MOORE. Oh, “the gentieman from Pennsylvania” has
been here regularly.

Mr. GARDNER. We did it this morning, and we thought it
was exceedingly liberal, inasmuch as the preponderance of the
House is not only Democratic, but also in favor of the bill
The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore] gets exactly
the same treatment that the chairman of the committee himself
gets.

Mr. MOORE. Without consultation on the part of the gen-
tleman who is presumed to represent the minority Republican
side of the committee,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, (10
I understand that representing the minority of the Republicans
on this committee I will get an hour and 20 minutes in this
debate?

Mr. BURNETT. That was so stated by Judge SaipatH, the
ranking member of the minority of the committee, who is op-
posed to the bill.

Mr. MOORE. And who is not a Republican.

The SPEAKER. The request of the gentleman from Alabama
is that there be 5 hours and 20 minutes of debate.

Mr. MOORE. My question is, Do I get an hour and 20 min-
utes of that time to divide among Republicans who are opposed
to the bill?

Mr. BURNETT. Yes.

Mr. SABATH. That was my statement.

Mr, MOORE, I have no objection.
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. The gentleman from
Alabama is reesgnized for one-quarter of that time.

Mr. BURNETT. Mr. Speaker. I yield 18 minutes to the
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Apair].

Mr. ADAIR. Mr. Speaker, I rise for the purpose of advocat-
ing the passage of this bill, the veto of the President to the
contrary notwithstanding.

1 sincerely regret I am compelled to part company with the
President on this important question, For almost two years I
have followed him religiously, supporting by voice and vote
each and every administration measure presented to this House.
I recognize and appreciate his splendid ability, his unguestioned
honesty, integrity, and sincerity, as well as his earnest desjre to
give to the country the best legislation possible.

In fact, Mr. Speaker, I believe Woodrow Wilson is the great-
est President this country has had since the pen dropped from
the hand of Thomas Jefferson and the sword from the hand of
Abraham Lincoln. [Applause.] Through his leadership Con-
gress has given to the country more constructive legislation in
the interest of the American people than had been given them
during the past 50 years. Generations to come will be under
everlasting obligation to Woodrow Wilson for the great service
he has rendered in preserving peace, in protecting the rights of
the individual, in bringing the day of special privilege to an
end, and in fixing the doctrine of equal rights in national policies
as well as in the hearts of mankind. [Applause.] But, sir,
no man ever lived or ever will live who was absolutely infallible.
Thomas Jefferson made his mistakes; Abraham Lincoln made
his; and Woodrow Wilson will make his. The President in his
veto message has expressed his honest convietions. I honor
and respect him for so doing, but I know the President well
enough to believe he will honor and respect me for voting my
honest convictions, even though I disagree with him. In fact,
in my judgment, no Member of Congress who either has no con-
yictions or who does not haye the courage to sustain his con-
vietions will ever command the respect of any President of
the United States or the confidence of the American people.
I believe the safety of our Republic and the perpetuity of our
institutions rest upon the combined judgment of all our peo-
ple, and that any tendency toward the surrender of this in-
dividual, God-given right to think and act for ourselves will
undermine the foundation upon which our Government rests,
[Applause.]

Mr. Speaker, having been a member of the Committee on
Immigration for eight years, having given a great deal of
thought and time to the study of this question, having voted
for this bill twice in the House, and having voted to pass it
over the veto of President Taft, if I were now to reverse myself
and vote to sustain the veto of President Wilson I would be
ashamed to face my constituency. What reason could I assign
or what excuse could I offer for voting to sustain a Democratic
President when I refused to sustain a Republican President
upon the same question? I can not, Mr. Speaker, even for party
advantage, put myself in such a ridiculous position before the
country. v

Now, let us consider briefly the objections offered by the
President in his veto message. First, he says:

. The bill embodies a radical departure from the long-established policy
for thls country, and would close the gntes of asylum which have
always been opén to those who could find nowhere else the right and

apportunity of agitation for what they conceived to be the natural and
inalienable rights of man.

So far as this objection is conecerned, outside of the literacy

test, the bill under consideration only emphasizes what is
already existing law. In fact, the President says in his mes-
sAge—

that this bill {s In many important respects admirable, well conceived,
and desirable. 3

He also says:

I believe its enactment into law would undoubtedly enhanee the
efficiency and improve the methods of handling the important branch
of the public service to which it relates,

Mr. Speaker, I see but little force in the first objection offered
by the President, as that objection relates to the present law
as well as this bill. His second and main objection goes to the
literacy test, aud I am aware of the fact that much can be sald
against this particular kind of a test. I am also aware of the
fact that many men of foreign birth who were uneducated came
to this country in an early day and have made good citizens
and have contributed their part toward the development of our
country. I do not contend that education is a test of morality

or character, but I do say there is far less excuse the world
over for being unable to read than there was many years ago.
I have no objections to immigration that will net lower our

standard of living, and I recognize the fact that mueh of our
progress and many of our achievements are due to the ability,
the capacity, and progressiveness of many eitizens of foreign
birth. I am proud of their achievements in both business and
professional life. Their loyalty to our country and devotion
to our flag have attracted the attention and won the admiration
of all our people. But that is not the question. What we must
decide upon is the best method of restriction. We all agree
that immigration is coming faster than it can be assimilated;
that we already have a surplus of unskilled labor; that Ameri-
can workmen of both pative and foreign birth are being driven
out of employment by the influx of thousands of illiterates from
southern Europe, who are willing fo live and do live in box cars
or under the crudest kind of shelter, at an expense of 10 or 15
cents per day, and who, as a matter of course, eventually lower
the standard of American wages and the standard of American
living. You can not tell me that the duomping of 250,000
illiterates from southern Europe annually on our shores will
not lower the standard of American citizenship. If this be not
true, then our boasted system of schools is a failure and we are
annually wasting millions of dollars of the people’s money in
their maintenance.

The test proposed does not require them to read the English
language. It only requires them to read in the language or
dialect of the country from which they come.

Mr. Speaker, I believe this bill is not only in the interest of
all American citizens, both of native and foreign birth, but I
also believe it is in the interest of illiterate foreigners who ex-
pect at some time in the future to make this country their
home. It will have a tendeney to stimulate and develop a bet-
ter system of schools the world over, and will resunlt in eausing
thousands of forelgners who desire to become American eitizens
to prepare themselves for admission.

Again, the President in his veto message says:

Has any political Barty ever avowed a polley of restrictlon? Does
this bill rest upon the consclence and universal assent and desire of
the American people?

Mr. Speaker, in my humble judgment no legislative matter
has ever received so much attention and discussion at the hands
of the American people as the question of restricting immigra-
tion. It has been a prominent issue before the people for 156
years. It has been discussed for years by 30,000 labor organi-
zations scattered throughout the country, representing a mem-
bership of 2,500,000, and all of these organizations have passed
resolutions favoring the passage of this bill. It has been dis-
cussed for years by thousands of farmers' organizations, repre-
senting a membership running into the millions, and all have
passed resolutions favoring this legislation. The President asks
if any political party ever made a declaration upon this sub-
ject. As far back as 1806 the Democratic national committee
made a platform declaration as follows: t

We hold that the most eficlent way of protecting American labor is
to prevent the importation of foreign pauper labor to compete with it
in the home market. ;

The Republican national committee platform of the same
year contained a plank as follows:

For the protection of the quality of our American citizenship and of
the wages of our workingmen against the fatal competition of low-

riced labor we demand t the Immigration laws be theroughly en-
?orced and so extended as to exclude from entrance to the U{:itcd
States those who can neither read nor write.

And we all remember that President McKinley was elected
on that platform. Let us go still further, and see whether this
is a néw question. : 4 :

In 1896-97 the House and Senate passed a bill containing the
literacy test, which bill was vetoed by President Cleveland.
The House passed the bill over the President’s yeto, but in the
Senate it failed by a few votes.

In 1898 the Senate passed an immigration bill containing the
literacy test, but the bill got no consideration in the House be-
cause of the Spanish-American War.

In 1902 the House passed an immigration bill containing the
literacy test.

In 1906 the Senate again passed a bill containing the literacy
test. The House substituted a bill ereating the Federal Immi-
gration Commission.

In 1913 the Senate and House both passed an immigration
bill containing the literacy test recommended by the commis-
sion, which bill was vetoed by President Taft. The Senate
passed the bill over the President's veto, but it failed in the
House by a few votes,
~ In 1914-15 the House and Senate passed, by more fhan a
ggthirds vote, the bill before us, which contains a literacy
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Mr. Speaker, in view of the consideration given this gues-
tion by both branches of Congress during the past 18 years, it
can be truthfully said that the chosen representatives of the
people knew the sentiment of the districts they represented
when they passed by overwhelming majorities the numerous
bills I have mentioned.

Again, the President says: _

I am not foolish enough to profess to know the wishes and ideals of
America better than the body of her chosen representatives know them,

Yet, by this veto he overrides the judgment of the House
-and the Senate, both of which expressed their approval of this
bill by overwhelming majorities.

Mr. Speaker, I have great respect for the judgment of the
President, and recognize the fact that he is within his rights
under the Constitution when he exercises the veto power; but,
go far as I am concerned, I would rather accept the judgment
of 434 Members of the House and 96 Members of the Senate
than to accept the judgment of any one man. The Federal
Immigration Commission, appointed by Congress, spent four
years studying this question both at home and abroad, and here
is what that commission says about labor conditions:

The investigation of the commission shows an overs‘nﬁ?l of un-
skilled labor In the basic indostries to an extent which indicates an
oversupply of unskilled labor in the industries of the country, as a
whole, a condition which demands legislation restricting the further
admission of such unskilled labor.

Mr. Speaker, eight out of nine members of the commission
recommended the literacy test as the most feasible single method
of accomplishing the desired restriction. While this test may
be regarded by some as a selective measure, the commission
recommended it as a measure of restriction, the purpose, as
indicated, being to relieve the harmful pressure of immigration
on an already overcrowded unskilled-labor market. That the
judgment of the Congress coincided with that of the commis-
sion is shown by the fact that in 1912-13 the House favored
the literacy test by a vote of 178 to 52, and the Senate by a
vote of 57 to 8, and on the bill now before us the vote in the
House was 252 to 126, and in the Senate 50 to 7.

This overwhelming vote in both the House and Senate re-
flects not only the judgment of the representatives of the people,
but it alsp reflects the judgment of the people themselves. We
who occupy seats here come fresh from the people. We know
the wishes of those we represent, and if we fail to carry them
out we will not, and should not, represent them longer.

Even in districts where the population is largely foreign
born, as it is in the district represented by Judge GOLDFOGLE,
of New York, the sentiment against restriction is changing.
No man on the floor has been more active against the literacy
test than the gentleman from New York. He has never failed
to manifest, during his entire congressional career, his intense
interest and solicitude for foreign-born citizens, both in com-
mittee work and on the floor of the House, yet he was defeated
for reelection, which indicates that the people he represents,
who are 90 per cent foreign born, are beginning to realize that
some restrictive measure is necessary.

This bill will not affect to but little extent, if any, the Scandi-
navian or the German or the Canadian or the Englishman or
the Scotchman or the Irishman, as practically every adult in
those nations can read and write. It might touch a few of the
old folks from those countries, but we have provided a clause
by which they can enter whether they themselves can read or
not, so long as a single member of the family can do so. The
bill also provides that all those who are fleeing from religions
persecution, whether they can read or not, can be admitted. In
fact, practically all who will be excluded under this bill are a
few of the Sicillians and some of the Italians from southern
Italy. It is not by any means a radical measure. While per-
sonally I am not wedded to the reading test, but no one has
suggested a better one, and as it is the only method proposed
which will protect our laboring men from being thrown out
of employment, I feel it my duty to support it.

Mr. Speaker, I believe this bill is worthy of our support.
I believe it is in the interest of America and American
institutions. I believe it is in the interest of the illiterate
foreigner who in the future desires fo make this country his
home. I believe it is in the interest of American workingmen,
both native and foreign born, who are now being crowded out
of employment by an oversupply of unskilled labor, and, be-
lieving this, I shall vote to override the veto of the President.

Let us be men. Let us not only show we have convictions of
our own, but also show that we have the courage of ounr con-
victions. I appeal to you as the direct representatives of the
American people to write this bill into law, and establish what

Abraham Lincoln said should be, that this is a Government of.

the people, by the people, and for the people. [Applause.]

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
Massachusetts [Mr. GALLIVAN].

Mr. GALLIVAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to express my approval
of the message of our President on this bill, and I hope that
this Congress will stand with him to-day. What I can not
understand about the attitude of a majority of the Members of
this House, who up to the present time have insisted upon the
passage of this bill with the literacy test, is that they seem to
make the fundamental blunder of forgetting that character,
which is the only test that an immigrant ought to be obliged
to meet, is not necessarily secured by education, but, as I have
said in this Chamber on another oceasion, if a man naturally
bright has immoral tendencies the education which he has
may, by the very fact, be used for the purpor: of training these
tendencies to the detriment of the community in which he is
going to live.

We have a great publie-school system in this country. Amer-
ica is called the melting pot, and our own Emerson has called
it only another mame for opportunity. If ‘e inhabitant of a
foreign land, prompted by the inspiration to improve his con-
dition, turns his eyes longingly to America, are we going to
deny him entrance simply on the ground that he is unable to
read and write? If this is the test which you are about to
impose to-day, how can you, in fond contemplation of the in-
stitutions that were builded so firmly by the fathers of this
Republic, say that they builded better than they knew? [Ap-
plause.] And yet what were they? Men of character in most
instances, but what kind of education did they have? I leave
it, Mr. Speaker, to your own knowledge of the history of origins
in this country to answer this guestion. What it is that makes
foreign immigration a positive acquisition to our country is that
no man wishing to come to this country does so except under
the impulse of a disposition to improve his condition. He is
dissatisfied with conditions in his own land. He is blessed
with a wholesome discontent and this wholesome discontent is,
so far as I know, the only measure of ambition. If an immi-
grant brings here a strong body, an acute mind, and fine moral
sensibilities, we need have no fear of the influence of his
presence upon our institutions. Nay, we may rather rejoice to
think that he has those qualities which, found in the fathers
of the Republic, enabled them to build a land which I verily
believe is to encure as long as humanity has ambition to im-
prove. [Applause.]

Mr. Speaker, let it never be said that within less than 150
years of the Declaration of Independence a Congress of the
United States, so far forgetting the foundations of our own
America, gave the lie to the hopes and to the aspirations of
people struggling under-the absolutism of Europe and other
countries and who, yearning for opportunities for improvement
for themselves and those that came after them, found closed
upon them the doors of a country which in the providence of
God had been reserved as a haven for the struggling aspiring
manhood wherever found on earth. [Applause.] *“The earth
is the Lord’s and the fullness thereof.” All men are His crea-
tures. Shall we dare to say that man, the image of the Creator,
shall not have a share in the fruits of the ~iirest land which the
sun shines upon?

Why it was to these shores, Mr. Speaker, that Kossuth, the
Hungarian liberator, came as a triumphal here on a vessel of
the United States squadron offered by Congress to him and his
fellow exiles who had surrendered to Turkey. They escaped
their greatest danger, threatened extradition to Russia in ac-
cepting this offer of Congress—this same Congress which is
now closing the doors to the oppressed and the unhappy of other
lands. In gratitude Kossuth wrote, on March 27, 1851:

May four example, noble Americans, be to other nations a source
of social virtue; your power be the terror of all tyrants, the protector
of the distressed, and your free couniry ever continue to be the asylum
of the oppressed of all nations.

[Applause.]

Mr. Speaker, I beg the Members of this House to recall the
story of other days and to consider again the history of this
country. Ask yourselves whether this bill is not really a step
backward. Surely, sir, this is no partisan measure. Two Presi-
dents of the United States have already expressed their dis-
satisfaction with the literacy tests. Another, a great scholar
himself, after most careful consideration, has followed their
example. Our duty, as it seems to me, is absolutely clear in
the premises, and I sincerely hope that the Members of this
House, of whatever party, however much they may have hesi-
tated up to the present moment, may consider the reasons
assigned by the Chief Executive of this Nation compelling his
veto of this bill, and that America, through its Congress, will
declare to the aspiring immigrant, and through him fo the
world, that it is national character alone that makes a nation,

~
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acter. [Applause.] :
Mpr. Speaker, I can see influences hack: of this proposed legls-
Iabor; I can see influences: which dare not come out into the
light of day, but which, under the cover of an inky, slimy
“ patriotic” orders, are ceaselessly endeavoring to divide the
great body of American citizenship along lines of racial and
to listen to this extraet from one of these so-called * patriotic”
publications; and when you have heard it, ask yourselves
‘ences to * Rome and its lobby.”
This paper said in its last issue:

agreed
Burnett immigration bill without a record vote. ator y of
Missouri, after four weeks of talk and filibuster in opposition inst
Senate to take the vote resulting in a, ment.
Among other things inserted in the CoNGrESSIONAL RECORD as
dinal Gibbons; Edward Cummins, 8. J. (supreme Jesuit) ; John Cava-
naugh, C. 8. C., president of the Roman Catholic University at Notre
Hee CONGRESS10NAL REcomp of January 14, pages 1606 and 1607.
B From tt.hjn it is apparent who pulled the string that kept Senator

EED’S ton

ch a Senator may talk a measare to death,
ouse seems to have been Rurus Hamoy, of
p. 1531) contains HAmDY’S declaration that he is agsi.nst this bill and
against all kindred legislation. We are informed that his remarks on
the RECORD.

('!I‘he G0-page bill, containing the reading test and 300 other addl-
House January 15. The President has: 10 legislative days, excluding
St?.nﬂayn and he received it, in which to sign theaglsll or return
the bill automatically becoming a law.

1t is expeeted that President Wilson will veto the measure; but it

essmen are present and cou on the final vote. Rome’s lobby is
gem in force, and friends of this bill should not delay in wri thge
eritical moment,

Mr. Speaker, may I call to the attention of this House that
read some extracts from an article from the pen of Rev. Wash-
ington Gladden, recently’ published in. Harper's: Weekly. It
well-known Congregational clergyman. Dr. Gladden writes:

THE ANTIPAPAL PANIC.
These visitations are perlodic; the term has not perhaps been calculated
but we shall be able one of these days to give the formula. The period
the pupa of the Cleada papaphobiana burrows in the earth during the
me of its disappearance is not known ; there are those who think that

and that it is: not intelleet But morality thiat is'a test of char-
Iation other than those exercised and controlled by
darkness, masquerading in the guise and garb of so-called
religions prejudice. I ask every fair-minded man in this body
whether there be even the shadow of truth in its base refer-
On January 14 the Senate to the conference report on the
this. meritorious measurve, finally tired of talking and allow
Tt
of his remarks on the subject were tclegrams and letters from 8;»—
Dame, Ind.; John J. Glennon, archbishop of St. Louis; anu the like.
e In motion day after day under the endless-talk privis
in the House (see CONGRESSIONAL RECORD
the floor were more severe and harsh than they appear as revised in
tional amendments to existing immigration laws, went to the White
L] da{
it to the House without his signature. Fallure to do either results in
can be passed over the veto Ltf all the supporting Senators and Con-
nted on
their Congressmen and Senators and urge them to do their duty at
it wonld be well worth the time of those who seek the light to
represents the viewpeint of a broad-minded, courageous, and
Tt is evident that we are in for another flerce anti-Catholle crusade.
is probably a little longer than that of the 1T7-year locusts. Whether
ti
it goes deeper.
L]

L] -

To those to whom the happiness and peace of thelr native land is
dear these visitations of religlous rancor and intolerance are most un-
weleome, An epldemic of smallpox or yellow fever is a light afMiction
compared with these seasons of religious contention and suspicion and
enmity. What we are going to see during the next few months is some-
thivg like this: The great mass of the Protestant Christians of this
country arrayed against the t mass of the Roman Catholic Chris-
tians, each party g an bard and bitter and violent r.hl%a
about the other; each ¥y cher ng the worst suspicions about the
motives and pmoseu of the other; each believing that the other
is plotting to e away its llberties, and perhaps to exterminate it by
assassination or carnage. Not'all the Protestants and not all the Roman
Catholies will give room in their hearts to such dark thoughts and fears
and enmities, but most of them will; and the mob mind, which always
dominates these epidemics, will reduce to silence the majority of tlose
who know that this Is nuﬂnl{y i ty.

The first mutterings of this eruption. of mud and-slime are audible
already. ‘I'hose of us who have passed through this misery two or trree
times know what to expect. It ls being whlsgered now in Protestant
cireles that the Catholies are meeting by stealth from night to night in
the basements of their churches to drill for the impending insurrection,
If the church has no basement, it matters not; the story is just as freely
told and just as readily believed.

- L ] -
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Here is the program of “ Six SBunday evening lectures on Roman
Catholicism " recently dellvered in a church in: the heart of the best
residence distriet in my own clgo:
man Catholle Church? (A shotgun

*“1. Why preach against the
lToad.)
RIFLE BALLS,
“ 2. Popedom. This lecture will expose the most palpable frand of

human history.

“ 3. The priesthood. Testimony of history, ex-Catholics, and first-
hand information.
% “‘4. The auricular confession. An iniguity that ought to be prohibited

aw.

o 5. Rome's bloody hands. No man-eating tiger ever thirsted for
blood as has the Roman Catholie Church.

“ 6. Romanism and Ameriean institutions. If red blood flows In your
veins the Pope's ambition to rule our beloved country and reduce it to

1
the level of Italy and Spain will set your nerves atingle and cause you
to eﬁg&ﬁ in the great ﬂ‘.:h: that is on,” » "
T the sort of entertainment sheet which will soon be offered in
e il le BECkS ok sign
umors ea con ments of arms being deliveied
e e R e
jous sorts w prin an riva Teu-
lated—documents purporting to have been issued by the ﬁom ({athollc'
hierarchy, giving instructions to the faithful, in which they are apthor-
to commit various crimes against thelr Protestant

ized and instigated
employers: and neighbors, and intimating that mother church will ab-
nses,
be dug up and exploited,

solve: them. from the guilt of all such
udouiltbuillﬂ abl:dldei:retabl‘;:dot the di,rak ages will
! w nsinuated, or perhaps boldly asserted, that the poli
indicated in them is still rul the Roman Catholic Church, Igotg{-
last of these epidemics a forged papal encyclical, with all the formal
thmws belonging to these documents, and signed by the name of Po
€0 XII1, was kept standing for weeks in the columns of many of the
Papm representing the antl:Catholic crusade and was published: in
eaflet form and circulated broadeast. In this. stupid fabrication Pope
o S
e proclaim tHe people o e United Btates to have forfeited all
right to rule said Refuhﬁ . and also all dominion, dignity, and privi-
leges apsemjning to it We likewise declare that all subjects of every
rank and condition in the United States and every individual who has
taken any oath of loyalty to the United States any waf whatever
may be absolved from said oath, as also from all duty, fidelity, or obe-
dience, on or abont Segtemher 8 1803, when the Roman Catholic Con-
gress shall convene at Chicago, IiL, as we shall exonerate them from-all
engagements; and on or about the féast of Ignatius Loyola, in the year
of our Lord 1893, it will b2 the duty of the faithful to exterminate all
hereties found within: the Jurisdiction of the United States.”
L]
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It Is an astounding fact that such a flendish document could be forged
and published by Protestant Christians in the United States of Ameﬂﬁ:
it is more astounding that they should. believe that it would impose on
any considerable number of Americans; it is most astounding that
thousands and thousands of the members of our Protestant churches,
including many ministers, should acecept it as genuine and ald In its
circulation. In Toledti. Ohlo, the * councils’ of the secret anti.
Catholle orders united in ordering several bundred Remington rifles to
protect themselves Inst this threatened slaughter; on the night
named in: the * encyelical” numbers ,of them were up all night in the
engine houses, wai to: give the alarm by which the Protestant hosts
were to be rallled fo resist the massacre. In the meantime their
Roman Catholie nelghbors were sleeping soundly In their beds, all un-
aware of the carnage: which was.expected of them.

In how many other places such v were kept I do not know ;, but
In Toledo there was a dispute about the payment of the bill for these
Remti;ftun rifles, which: brought the business into court, and the facts
rela above are a matter of court record.

Such hysterical fears will soon be itating hundreds of thousands
of breasts in this enlightened land. It is quite impossible for any-
body to forge a tale of horror or treachery or villainy which will not

be erly believed by millions of Christlans In this country concernin
thmml 0w Chrlsrlgns. when these religious lunncies rﬂegin to bg
epidemie,

- L L] L * - L]

The demand for instances of the enmity of our neighbors becomes in-
appeasable, and imagination is busy inventing them.. Most of these
harrowing tales will come from: other ecommunities; the dreadful things
that are happening In your own community you will learn about
through letters of inguiry from distant places.
other towns in Ohio wrote me 20 years

1 the county officers were Roman Catholies;
time was that 5 out of 20 county officials, and 45 out of 112 pollcemen,
and 12 out of 349 school-teachers were of that faith, But Columbus
at the same time was belleving similar tales about many other towns
and. cities.

L - - L

- - -
The fact is that we have got to learn to live together in this coun.

try—Protestants and. Catholles. If either party should undertake to
exterminate the other, the process wonld be somewhat difficult, The
only question is whether we shall live together in tﬁam or in enmity,
If we are to have peace, we must study the th t make for peace;
each paity must be ready to see the good slde of the other; must learn
to put the best and not the worst constructien on the words and deeds
of the other; must avoid all bitter and uncharitable judgments; must
put away all thoughts of dominatlon. We must be friends, Protestants
and Catholics. No other relation is conceivable. And there is no worso
enemy of Christ or of his country the man who seeks to-inflama
and Pa.l.son the minds of either Protestants or Catholics with suspicions
and fears and resentments and enmities toward the other,

- L
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This conflagration of hate s already well-started, and it will prob-
ably sweep over the land. No:argument could extinguish it. There are
millions of Protestants who are incapable of believing anything but
evil of Roman .Cathollies, Traditional rancor colors all their vision
wherever the name of the Pope is mentioned. But there are a
many other Protestants, I trnst, who are capable of reason and justice,
and to them I venture to make two or three suggestions:

1. Whenever you hear any of these harrowing tales about the sinlster
and sanguinary plots of the Roman Catholics never let one go unchal-

Ingist that the narrator give his aothorities and furnish his
evidence. See that the matter is thoronghly investigated, and publish
the facts with the names of those who have reported the charges.

2. Take every opportunity you can get to talk with your Roman
Catholic neighbors and friends about the relations of churches,
Don't shun them or cast luﬂ;llclous glances on them when you meet

; don't treat them as they were sples or emissaries of some
malign power; shake hands with them ; get acquainted with them and
talk over the whole situation in a friendly way. We may have some
dificult problems to settle in our relation with them, but let us meet
them not as enemies, but as friends,

3. Instead of listening to horrible tales of what the Catholics are
doing in distant places sit down and make out a list of all the Catholie
men and women you know in business; in professional life, in the
philanthropies, in soclety, in the shops and factories, In the kitchens;
gut down their names and think them over, and see whether you wiiu

e

e able to convince yourselves that these men and women are

A e e A
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of doing the kind of things which these tales attribute to them. How
many of these people, do you think, are plotting to rob you of your
llberties or to murder you In your beds? These are Roman Catholles,
the Roman Catholics not of the dark ages of the sixteenth century, but
the Roman Catholleg of to-day. And whenever you tfalk about Roman
Catholies in public or private remember that these are the people you
are talking abouf,
L] L] L] - L] - Ed

4, Tt might be well for ple who are capable of putting two and
two together to remember that the danger of the clerical domination of
this country, whether by Congregationallsts or Catholies, s not imml-
nent. The last Roman Catbolle {Imper 1 opened alleged that there are
THAWD.000 of non-Cntholies in the United Btates. That would mean
thiat there ean be no more than 20,000,000 or 23,000,000 of Cotholleca.
In any attempt to impose clerieal rule the Protestant forces would
find themselves strongly sapported by the great majority of the secret
orders and by the entire socialistic contingent of onr population. There
docs not appear to be any adequnte reason why 75,000,000 shonld be
shoddering with fear that 20,000,000 are abont to subjugate or extermi-
}mm1 them, The mood which yields to such a panic Is the reverse of
herole.

- L] L] - L] [ ] L ]

Now, Mr Speaker, I want to rend here the appreciation of
an eminent Cathellc Iayman, Prof. Condé B. Pallen, who
recently carefully and honorably analyzed Dr. Gladden’s article
in the Columblad. Prof. Pallen says, among other things:

We have hot to read over the program of the * Bix Sunday evening
leetures on Roman Catholicism," quoted by Dr. Glndden, as recently
delivered in a church in the heart of the best residence distriet of his
eity (Colnmbus, Ohio), to appreciate the character of the people for
whom they were intended and the turpitude of the expounder., Thelr
folly. their falsehood, thelr vielousness would seem Ineredible, were not
tho damnable evidenco vouched for by Dr, Gladden himself, and were
not similar evidences seattercd broadeast throughout the land in a
nuomber of perlodieals through the United States mall, whose oMclals
seein impotent to rectify so flaigrant an abuse of a great natlonal
agency, whereby 15,000,000 American ecltizens are daily vilified and
calnmniated.

- L] L L] - - L]

That this anti-Cathollc agitation is widespread and mallclously active
iz evident enough. 1s its influence as a disturber and disrupter of the
peacefol relations hetween Catholles and Protestants and of the amity
which sane and liberal men entertain toward each other as citizens o
the same fatherland, as malign and weighty as Dr. Gladden predicts?
Will it bring about that mutual suspiclon and distrust, that hard, bitter,
and violent feeling which Dr., Gladden deglcm and ﬂ‘l‘a}aturea?

It is here that we take issue with Dr. Gladden, @ believe that the
vast majority of Amerlcan citizens are above the sinister influences of
4 propaganda so vile in its methods, =0 base In Its prineiples, so con-
trary to the basle character of our Constitution, so flagrantly stn{dd
in it= accusations, and so wanton In its purpose. Our faith In the
integrity and Intelligence of the American character Is based npon the
hhtnrf of the past, The American people, as a whole, have trlum-

hnnti resist such vicloas ngletnllnn 'or the past 125 years, and
his when they were muoch less better prelimred to yield to the inlqui-
tous influence than at the present day. In the decade between :%r
to 1860 it manifested ft=elf in its most virnlent form and crystalized in
the Know Nothing Party. which went down to shame and a just oblivion
under the sturdy repudiastion of the Ameriean people, he noxlons
fmwth conld not live in the oaon air.  Under the form of APAlsm in
he ninetics, the scorched reptile again rafsed [ts venomous head to
be crushed again under the heel of real Americanism, APAilsm was
repudinted by the great political parties, and evoked strong denuncia-
tions from prominent leaders, such as Theodore Roosevolt: Speaker
Henderson ; United States Renators Hoar, Vest, Hill, and’ Vilas: Gov,
Peck, of Wikconsin; Gov. Altgeld, of 1llinols; and Gov. Stone, of Mis.
sourl, Its lofluence was limited to a few localities and that evanescent,
By the year 1900 the A. P. A, agltation had practically ceased, and as
a political factor disappeared from the horizon,

- - - - - & -

Each guceessive manifestation of anti-Catholle bigofry in thls coun-
try has shown Itself weaker and weaker, and with xmfﬁo rlgtmu: Catholic-
ity has constantly demonstrated fitself as in perfect con ity with
American ?ﬂnclp!m and institutions, Non-Catholics have mingled with
Catholics in every-day life, and learned that the latter have neither
Government of the United States to a feeble old man in the Vatican,
horns nor tails, There have been no Catholic mnntpiraelen to seize
the Government and place it under the domination of the 'ope., The
often-reiterated charges ngninst them have [f'omu-d silly bogies. They
have never stored arms in the bascments of churches with which to
massacre their Protestant fellow ecltizens. The acensations n 8t
them have Invariably evaporated in their own weltering  sillinesa,
There is even a certain sense of humor in the situntion. imagine
that a emall minority of citizens even contemplated turnin over the
who bns npelther army, navy, nor funds, I8 more bizarre than opera
E:#:Ei‘hm‘:geouzb: 1to mgrtel wurlr l&nghtorlm tlilm throat of death, ﬂnt

' mental condition o 0 e parocd
soch a concoctlon of bedlam? Sl s FoummStion

Be;ond all this, Catholics have been living side by side with their
non-Catholie fellow citizens for a century and a half, engaged in the
same pursults and euter%rhies. and have been clearly dlscerned to be
ordinary, normal human beings. In the professions &ey bave, just as
others, left thelr mark and demonstrated their achievements; in busl-
neRs limsf have contributed thelr inam of success and failure as others
around them have done. In the Army and the Navy, both In rank and
file, theﬁhnve served as others have served, and their record has been
clear. ey have rallied to the flag when oceasion required It, and shed
thelr blood as frecly ss others have done. In the flelds of Industry, 1n-
vention, and enterprise theg have not been ards; in short, they
have been eltizens as others have been and just as nman as others have
been. The others have recognized all this, and with Ameriean sanity
and henesty scen for themselves that Catholles are just as keen for theie
conntry’s welfare and glory as they themselves are: just as ready to
defond it, work for it, and shed their blood for It as any in the land.
The otbers have reallzed all this by constant daily intercourse, and as
they aro not rfools, they are not going to swallow the foul and sllly
accusations against Catholies by which fanaties and knaves would de-
stroy the mutual trust and nnderstanding between citizens of a common
country and with a common cause.

- L . - » L] Ll

Wa do not believe that there iz any reason for alarm. Dr. Gladden’s
a!-mrnhemlun that the present anti-Catholle agitation is golng to lead (o
bitterness, estrangement, and mutual misunderstanding bas no justificas
tion on the Catholie slde. We. Catholics are not gatnq to cherish the
worst suspiclon about the motives and purposes of our rotestant fellow
citizens. We never did and we are not goi_n5 to n now, for wa
know that the vast majority of our Protestant fellow cltizens are level-
headed emm%h to see through a doughnut, especlally when it 1s & politi-
cal doughuut. There are, of course, the agitators and thelr deloded
followers ; these we pity or despise. Dut they are a constantly dimin-
ishing m.!nor!r{i. They are fewer and count less and less In valoe year
by year, and the American public has grown tired of bogus encyclicals
and false oaths, which would strain the creduolity of imbeclles. Our
civic and socis]l and business Integrity has become too well establlshed
to be injured by a prolngnnda of lunacy., Dr. Gladden believes that
“there are milllons of I'rotestants lneapable of belleving anything hut
evil of RRoman: Catholles)”' We hesitate to estimate so many of our
fellow citizens at so low a grade of Intelligence and honesty.” At any
rate we believe that there are tems of millions of Protestants whoso
mentality is still sound and whose hearts are in the right place. We
harbor no suspicion agalnst them, and the bigots are not golng to rouse
us to recrimination, resentment, and enmity. We are not going to be
made fools by the folly of some fools nor mallelous by the malice of
some knaves.  We belleve with Dr. Gladden * We must be friends,
Protestants and Catholics. No other relation is concelvable.”

L - - L2 - - -

Far be it from me, Mr. Speaker, to charge any Member of this
ITouse with being under the thumb or under the heel of these
“patriotic” organizations which are spreading the gospel of
hatred and religions anarchy. But every mnan within the sound
of my volce has been elther petitioned or threntened by these
very organizations or thelr agents or their publications that
their action on this immigration bill will be watched and their
political future has been dangled before their eyes should they
dare to incur the wrath of the “antipapal” press—this press,
Mr. Speaker, which has so wickedly, yes, so foully, witlin the
recent past given wide eirculation to a mest heinous, ungodly,
un-Christian, yes, n murderous and illegal oath as the one res
qulred by the Knights of Columbus from its members. It is
an. attack agninst the Catholic and his church, a creation of
Know Nothings, A. P. A.’s, and their allies and successors.

DBigots have read this foul libel and gloated over its expectod
destruection of the Knights of Columbus; they have passed it to
others, eirenlated it, approved it.

Some honest men have read it and been sorely troubled in
consequence. I{ seemed unlike the Knights of Columbus they
knew as honest men; yet would men dare publish such a thing
if it were untrue? If untrue, would not the Knights of Co-
lnmbus prosecute thelr defamers?

What, then, was the duty of the soclety to itself, to its mem-
bers, to the host of men who were in doubt?

Mr, Speaker, permit me to quote from a recent publication
issued by the commission on religious prejudice of that great,
truly Amerlean order just what actions have been taken to ex-
pose these libels. May I ask the Members of this House to give
these lines most careful consideration?

CoXaRESSIONAL RECORD,

Before giving the history of the varlous prosecutions and nctivities
above referred to for criminal libel In printing or publishing or defams-
Ing by means of the alleged oath, we want to answer the foul char
intimating that the CoxeressioNAL Recomp of the United States
nuthority for Its genuineness,

Much has been printed by those clreulating the bogus * oath" tend-
ing to mislead the public into the belief that In spme way Congress
had found it to be true. Bo they have referred to the CONGRESSIONAL
I‘]FI%?]‘I"' of February 15, 1013, for proof of the gonuineness of this

THE FACT.

In' the CoNomrESSIONAL RECcORD of February 15, 1913, pages 3215
et saq,, appears a report of the Committee on Electinns No. 1 on the
contested-election case of Kugene C. Bonniwell v, Thomas 8, Butler.
The contestant had alleged that the circulation of the “ oath" against
him was lbelous, and a use of means not to be recognizcd, etc.

A FALEE AND LIRELOUS OATIL.

After reciting the “oath™ which decency and respect for our order
forbid reprinunr.'. the committee In its report says:

“This committee can not condemn too strongly the pmblication of
the Talse and libelons article referred to In the paper of Mr. Bonulwell,
and which was the spurions Knights of Columbus oath, a cag{ of which
is appended to the paper. It also condemns the publicatlon of editorials
to excite religlous ndice in a J;o"ticnl mm{anhm. No man should
be persecuted for his religion, whether he be Catholic or Protestant,”

PHILADELPIIA CASE

COMMONWEALTII OF PENNSYLVANIA AGAINST CHALNLES MEGONROAL AXD
CLARENCE II. 8TAGE.

Over a ycar ago (to Do exact, February 20, 1013) two men were
beld In 1 for appearance In court to answer charges made by loeal
Knights of Columbns. Charles Megonegal, a printer of 4201 DBrown
Street, was charged with printing and cansing to be printed libelous
matter (the 8 Knighte of Columbus oath) willfully and maliclously
exposing the Knights of Columbus as a body: Charles B. Dowds, upon
whose affidavit the arrests were made; James A. Flaherty, the supremo
knight; and Philip A, Hart, master of the fourth degree, to publle
hatred, contempt, and ridicule, to their great damage, disgrace, scan-
dal, and Infamy.

Megonegal and Clarence H. Stage, a barber, were charged jolotly
with conspiracy to defame and oppress the aforesnld members and

others of the order by causing said matter to be circulated.
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At the hearing It wag elicited from Megonegal that he had bought
copies of the bogus oath In bulk from the Menace before starting to
print It on his own account. ;

A THREAT.

In its March 1, 1913, Issue, the Menace, after re&m&uclng a press
dispatch reporting the result of the hearing before the magistrate, at
which the acen were held for trial, sald:

* Further than what is given here we do not know the particulars
in this cnse, but we do know that these men are American citlzens,
and that they will be defended in their constitutional rights of free
sgeﬁ:h and free press. The press dispatch, as usual, lies when It says
the Menace has printed the so-calle Knifhts of Columbus oath, as
the files of our paPer will show. But if the Knights of Columbus
want to start anything with the Menace for what it really has printed
they have our permlssion to do thelr worst, as we are readi to defend
every utterance we haove ever made about the Knlghts. nd if they
don't want thelr complete rltunl and eecret work printed and dis-
tributed to a million men in this Republic they had betfer leave the
Menace out of this controversy."

THE TRIAL.

On Friday, January 30, 1014, in the quarter sessions court, before
Hon. Robert N. Willson, appeared Megonegal and Stage to answer the
true bills of Indictment found agalnst them by the grand jory. Joseph
Taulane, Esq., assistant distrlect attorney, n?peared for the Common-
wealth ; Owen J. Roberts, Esq., and Joseph I'. Gaffney, for the private

rosecutors; Peter F. MacLaren., Esq,, for Megonegal; and Leroy N.

ing, Esc{‘. for Btage.

The trial judge, the assistant district attorney, In charge of the
prosecution, the senlor counsel for the private prosecutors, and both
attorneys for the defendants are non-Catholles.

James A. Flaherty, Esq., supreme knight of the Knights of Columbus,
having been sworn, festified as follows:

“ This all oath Is a tissue of falsehoods from the first word to the
Iast—absolutely false, This prosecution was bmu{cht simply to vindl-
cate the Knights of Columbus on account of the wide eircalation given
to this vile and scurrilous elreular, the purpose of which was to breed
strife and arouse religious bigotry. The alle oath is absolutely base-
less, and of such a flagrant character that it is indeed surprising that
anyone would give it the slightest eredence. It was so persistently
cirenlated that the Knights of Columbus were compelled to take some
steps to refute it, and we thought crlminal prosecutlon would be the
best way to do It."

GUILT ADMITTED, SENTENCE SUSPENDED,

Megonegal having pleaded guilty and Stage nolo contendere, which
means that the truth of the char Is not contradicted, the district
ntornedyedstated thet the prosecution was willing that sentence be

nded.

Bus

It'-:tnmeys MacLaren and King, counsel for the defense, joined in this
request to the court. p!eadh;g rood faith on the part of their clients,
who, they sald, had received the “oath" f
rora, 0.
As evidence that their cllents had been decelved, they presented to the
court a co of a letter sent to the Menaee by Mr. Ring, asking the

per's nidp fn the defense of Megonegal and Stage, and the original of
ge reply received m the Menace.

The text of Mr. King's letter follows:

PHILADELPHIA, Felbruary 27, 1913,
Mexace Posrismixg Co., Aurora, Mo.

GENTLEMEN : Mr, Peter M. MaecLaren and myself are associated in the
ense of libel and conspiracy brought by the Knlghts of Columbus aguinst
Clarence H, Stage and Charles Megonegal, of this eity.

We notlee in your lssue of March 1 that you are prepared to print
and distribute tge complete ritual and secret work of the Knights of
Columbus, and we desire to obtain an authentie copy of said ritual and
secret work for use in the trial of our clients, since the prosecution
alle that there is no oath taken by ecandidates for any of the Knights
of Columbus degrees, Can you suoply ns with what we desire and need?

Our cllents have no know of the authenticlity of the Knights of
Columbus oath, having received them in the first Instance from your
company, and they naturally rely upon you to aid them in thelr present
difficulty.

An :grly reply will be greatly appreciated.

Yours, very truly.
The answer of the Menace was as follows:
Aurnora, Mo, March &, 1913,

rom the Menace, of Au-

Leroy N. Kixa.

Mr. Leroy N. Krxa,
Philadeiphia, Pa,

DEArR 818 : Replying to your letter of February 27, we wish to state
that we are not In posséssion of the ritual and secret work of the
Knights of Columbus, but we believe we are in falr way to get it;
and the statement in a recent iszsue of the Menace which led youn to
bellove that we bad it in our possesslon, while somewhat of a bluft
on our part, was based on the fact that we know that It can be had.
You wllfmnate that we printed in our No., 99 the ritual and secret work
of the Hibernlans, and we are positive that it is authentle. The alleged
oath which your clients in Philadelpbia were arrested for distributing
was circulafed in practically cverg State durlng the late campalgn
and the demand upon us for this document was something greaf, nnd
we had received coples of them from so many sources we.simply Prlnled
and bhandled them as we would any other job of printing—fto sup-
ply the demand—and while we have no apologies to make for so dolng,
we do not have any evidence that the oath Is the one which Is taken
by memhers of the Knights of Columbus.

We feel sure that it would be folly for you to undertake to base your
defense on the authenticity of this document.

We note that some of the officials are clalming that It Is not an oath-
bound order, which, of course, is a subterfuge and ubntrue, Yon ecan
depend on them resorting to any method which they ean contrive to
bluff n.wag thelr critles, and If they are so bent on viodieating them-
selves, w not ask that they present In court the obligatlons which
they do take, This would be the quickest way to clear the matter up

he minds of the people.

We are fling your letter and will be on the lookout for anything
which we think will afd in the defense of these men,

Trusting that this will be satisfactory, we beg to remain,

Yours, sincerely.
Tur Mexace Prerismixe Co.
STATEMENT FROM THE COURT.

Agreelog to the proposal that sentence be suspended, Judge Willson,
whg 1a one of the most prominent Presbyterian laymen in Philadelphia,

**1 think that those cases have reached a very proper eoncluslon,
and It is, in my judgment, quite sultable that, in accordance with the
desire of all the parties concerned, sentence should he suspended in the
coses,

*“ Great care ought to be taken that no injustice should be done by
written or spoken words to either Individuals or Institutions. It Is
not at all strange that the prosecutors in these cases should not have
been willing that the opprobrlum which would naturally arise If the

uhli:;nttiona complained of had been founded In truth should be allowed
0 exist.

1 am personally glad to hear from the head of the order or soclety
refell_'rcd to what he has sald in regard to the matter,

* Though not of the same faith, I realize fully and without reluctance
that the church with which that society is afilinted sccomplishes n vast
tla%l of good. 1ts activitles should be protected from misrepresentatlon.

I ma{. add that my personal acqualntance with Mr. Flaherty, the
Em]dt C{E the order in gquestion, leads me to accept his statement without
egitation.” -

Axornee Casm,

BTATE OF MIXNEBOTA AGAINST A. M. MORRISON AND GARFIELD E. MORRISON,
EDITORS AND PUBLISHERS OF THE MANKATO (MINN.) MORNING JOURNAL,

A trinl of the greatest interest to Knights of Columbus and to the
Catholies of this country and of Canada, as well as to non-Catholics—
and among them, to none more than to the small band of loud-mouthed
bigots who rall agalnst the chureh—was held in Waterville, Minn,
Wednesday, Julﬁ 20, 1914, This was an. actlon of criminul Ilbel
bmillum by E. M. Lawless, editor of the Waterville Sentinel, against
A, M. Morrison and G. H. Morrison, father and son, editors and publish-
ers of the Mankato Morning Journal, of Mankato, Minn. The libel
consisted In the charging of Lawless with having taken the bogus
Knights of Columbus oath, which bas heen so largely. circulated Iln this
country and in Canada durlng the past year and a half, We will not
atmmgt to reproduce this osth, but suflice it to say that It has been
published as the Knights of Columbus sath and as the fourth-degree
oath and is, in letter and inslnuatlon, one of the foulest llbels Imag-
inable. It is in some respects a revamp of the old hoax which has for
many years passed mnster In the press of bigots as the Jesuit oath.

OBLIGATION PUT I¥ EVIDENCE.

The outcome of this trial Is of miore than loeal Interest. It Is of na-
tional and international importance. The Knights of Columbus have
often been accused of taking an alleged oath which, If the charge wern
true, wounld forever condemn them to the merited execration of thelr
fellow men. Dot this was the Arst time that an individual knight was
direetl charﬁed with the offense. It furnished the ordér the first o
portunity it has had to put the real obligatlon of the fourth digree {n
eviderice and make it 'a matter ‘of court record which any ecitizen may
read for himself. Ferein lies the importance of the case which estab-
lishes a precedent In the history of the order.

Knights of Columbus and Catholics generall: kave been astounded at
the conditions which make possible the publieation and elreulntion by
milllons of coples of this foul libel. Well-meaning non-Catholles have
been shocked these accusations agulnst Catholic men and Knoights of
Columbus whom they knew to be high-minded citizens and fdeal neigh-
bors.  The bigots working in the darkness, as of old, have pressed on
the accusation and argued that If the “ oath ™ was not true the Knlghts
of Columbug would soon, by prosecution or otherwise, preveut its fur-
ther circulation,

A BENSATIONAL TRIAL,

The fact Is that the trial was a most sensational one from many

ints of view. It was presided over by Judge George J. Dressel. The

istrlict attorney who prosecuted the case wus Francls J. Hangel, of
Montgomery, prosecuting attorney for Le Bueur County, who was ns-
gls by Altorney Thomas Hessian, of Le Sueur, The defendunts woere
represented by Owen Morris, of 8t. Paul. The small eountry court
room was crowded to the very limits of its capacity, and the spectators
filled every available Inch of space, having come in from the sarrounid-
ing country to hear the case tried. A jury was finally selected, and it
is of more than passing importance and a matter of gratifieation 1o the
order, as it is a compliment to him, that the Kev. Thomas Bliling. the
resident Methodist minister of the fown, was chosen on the jury and
was not challenged by the complainant, and, as the result showed, voted
with the other 11 men to convict the two defendants,

The jury in this case were: Willlam Callles, FEmil Ilehl, John W,
Gish, Thomas McGovern, Vince Itoessler, Itev. Thomas Billlng, Juseph
%ﬁllll,ﬁ.hjr.. H. J. Luther, V. R. Wood, Chris. Ruedy, Stove Hoban, Ed,

nbrich.

The proceedings were taken down in shorthand by C. G. Bowdish,
court reporter of the judicial district.

After each juror had bLeen questioned In turn, the defendants walved
nn* challenge.

he following witnesses were called hy the State: P. J. Gutzler, Rev,
H. E. Chapman, pastor of the Congregatlonal Church: I. N, Grifith,
deputy postmnster of Mankato; E. M. Lawless. Dr. BE. W. Duckley,
supreme physician of Knights of Columbus; Willlam J. MetGinley, su-
preme secretary of Knights of Columbus.
SUPREME OFFICERS PRESENT.

The surprise of the trial to the Knights of Columhus themselves ani
to all those whose curlosity had whetted thele nppetite to learn some of
the secrets of that great order, was the calling of two of the surrn‘m_u
officers as witnesses, The first war the supreme physician, Dr. . W.
Buckley, of St. I'aul, who testified In effect that Mr, Lawless had
recelved initiation in the fonrth degree under hls direction as master,
Upon cross-examination Dr. Buckley was ssked ns to the nature of the
“gath" administered in the fourth dezree, and most emphatically
denled then, as he did in answering subsequent questions of the de-
fendants' counsel, that the order hnd any oath in any part of Iits
ceremonial or degree work. He freely admitted that the omler had a
pledge or obligation which is adwinistered to candidates. To the
great surprise of all present, however, when interrognted ns to the na-
ture of this obligation, Dr, Duckley very fully answered the question
and gave the substance of the obligation as administered to candidates
on being Initlated in the fourth dezree of the Knizhts of Columbus,

William J. MeGinley, of New Hnven, Conn.. supreme secretary of the
Knights of Columbus, also testiied as to the nature of the obliga-
tlon, as the officlal custodinn of the original manuscripts and of all
matters pertalning to the ceremonial of the society. He Plat'e«l & eopy
of the nblt{mtlan in evidence, and It was made part of the records
of the trial. He emphasized the fact that the Knights of Columbus
was not an oath-bound soclety, and that no member was asked to take
more than an obligation which any gentleman milght take. Both
Dr. Buckley and Mr. McGinley testified in no uncertaln words that

T
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the bogns onth which wag the subject matter of the prosecutlon, was,
neither in letter nor in spirit, o part of any of the ceremoninl of the
Knlfntm of Colnmims in any of its degrees.
e following. is n portlon of the d!rec't and cross examination of
Ilr Buckley and Mr, MeGinley:
* IMrect examination by County Mtomoy Hanzel.
“ Cross-examination by Attorney AMorr
Q. Iour name Is Edward W, Buckley r-—A. Yes, sir.
- are n practicing physician and sorgeon in 8t. Paul, are
yon not?—-a. Yes, sir.
* Q. Now, you are also n Enight of Colombus?—A. Yes, sir,
Member of 'ttu.- hnlghm of Columbus, and a member of the fourth
ﬂegm?—& Yes, 8
. On January 27 1007, aid you hold any position in the order?—
A. 1 was master of the fourth degree for Minnesota and North Dakota,
?_An rm'h master did you have charge of the giving of that de-

gree
nu htm: vhnrgc of the giving of that degree on Jonuary 29,
IDU? "'— . What 4
8 Jannary "T 100?—..\. T did.

. That was the time that Mr. Lawless sald he took that degree’; do
you rememher of his taking It?—A, Well, he says he took It, and I

think T remember his taking It, but I had 160 candidates in that class
from Minnesotn and North Dakota; 1 fecl pretty certain Mr, Lawless
took it at that time,

“0Q. Did you hear me read and have you heard that purported oath
credited to thp fourth degree of the Knights of Columbus read here in
court ?-—A 1 dla.

“Q. Did any of tbrm- eandidates, including Mr, Lawless, take such
an, onth as that¥—A. Not that 1 know o

. Is there any nrm'h oath in the m-der?—.L Thm 1s not,

. Is there any oath dn the order?—A. There s not,

What do the members take In the order 7—A. They take an obll-
gntiun in the degrees—ifirst, second, thied, and fourth,

“Q. Do you know the obligntion of the fourth degree?—A., Well, I
know what It is In a general 'way. Now, the master doesn't give any
part of the dogrec; he has charge of it and the degree team under him,
and he is lm]\[[nns to give to ench one of the members of the deg‘rae
tenm the special r-hnr e helonging to thelir office; and one of the officers
of the degree—It Ia the duty of one of the OMNN of the degree to give
the obligation ; and, In ad':enernl way, of course, 1 mmcmher what it Is.
Iam not master now, and haven't been for some yea

? You are the supreme physician of tlm nrﬂer?—A. I am supreme
phru clan, medlieal director, of the order.

Well, give us your general idea of ﬁmt fourth-de I‘Fle: obliga-
tlon.—A. The fourth degree §8 a patriotie de : 1t exempl atriot-
ism, and the candidate afirme that he will support the Constitution
of the United States and the constitution of his own State; that he will
uotut the i‘“my of the ballot; mud that he will remaln a good mem-

¢ of the Catholle ehurch, H'a a g0 agrees to remain a good, law-
nbldl.ng cltizcn of the Unlited 8

1s there any part of the m work that resembles anything
Uke that that appearcd in that artice that has been read here?

“(By Mr. Morrls.) Ohjected to as calling for the opinlon or concln-
glon of the witness. The proj to do Is to tell what they have
and then puot thig beslde it, nnd let. @ jury say whether there is any
resemblance.

“ Ohjected to as incompetent, irrelevant, and Immaterial, calling for
& conclusion,

l" Q. Is there any such oath taken In any of the degrees?—A. No,
Eir.
“ Cross-examination by Mr, Morrds:

“ Q. Are l1:1:.*3;13 obligations taken in each of the degrees?—A. In each
one; yes, sir

“Q. Are each of the four obligations dlfferent one from the other $¥—
A. Yes, sir. There are only two principal obligations, the .one follow-
1n|z at the third degree and the ot in. the fourth.

“Q. Is there anything in those oaths—— A, Which onths?

YWell, we are all wrong about ealling them oaths; we all mean
ihc same thing—A. That is right, if yono mean it, but 1 can't answer
the question with the word oath In it,

“ Q. Well, I'll try to ecall it o llmtion.—)\ All right.

You stoted that In some of those oaths there is a requirement—
or tn ‘some of those ohligations theru Is a regnirement to remaln mem-
bers of lhe Catholic Church vo; was that my wording?

Q. That's the way 1 took It down.—A. That's the intent, but that's
not the wording, Well, I'll take it back ; they do really inglst they
must remaln members of the Catholie Church in order to retaln mem-
heruhip in the fourth dl,i‘:

Yes: of the Kniglts of Columbus?—A. Y

'I‘hats true #s to each one of the oinguunms!—A Well, it

ly stated; but the constitution and by-laws of the
ordor providu that.

ls there anything 'fn those ont‘hs—

h, those obligntions—which has a dcnnncﬁt:lon of others of
u'ther dvnomjnatlonnuwhleh was—— A, No thlmzh

Q. Wil not = ’pare age, gex, or condition; anything of that kind in
any of the onths o, sir.

Is the word * IDII‘B' !n any of the oaths?—A. In what? Well,
now, is that done in

“Q. It is not.—. RS 11, I tnke it as an Insult, because you are try-
ing to h'l]{l me into saylng *

“Q, W it lsm't mtvntlunal, I Inform the court und j it Isn't
intentional at all. Is the word 'spare’ In an of the o onsT—A,
In the sensc that you mean, spare somebod{ nll

“ Q. Well, the word ‘spare ' —A. Well, It lnl ht W I don’t reecall,
but in the sense of sparing anybody, or nog . T, sir.

“ Q. Which has the sense of not sparing —A. iere 18 no such word
nor no such sense in it.

“Q. Are the words * these Infamous hereu::n. or words of that im-
port, in any of the obligations?—A, No,

D I e e e e
no n Riv0_VOT nl o a our o ons, co
yout—A, No, sir; I wouldn't atfempt to.

"?i Is that oath written or unwritteni—A. T don't nnderstand your
question.

. Oh, is that obligation written or unwritten?—A. Tt is printed.

. And can you tell me where 1 may procure, where a co]:éy of that
obligation can be procured; gtm me the name and address the per-
son in whoso custody one is?7—A. Yes, . Now 1 understand; you
ask two or three questions there together. I canm tell the name of the
person in whose custody the ritual of the order, the unwritten work
a.mi the written work of the order, is kept.

Well, you may do so,

By Mr. TIessiax. Well, T olject to that ns Immaterin]l and Incom-
petent. Whnt has that got to do with this case?

“ By Mr. Morris, Well, if we find the oath as printed, we can coms
parc t with this,

Compare with what?

“Q. The obligation,—A. You mean, I think, ‘to usc that word pur-
posely. It isn't my flrst tlme on tho witness stand. T know when an
attorney I8 nsking a witness tfl.ws‘tions fairly and when be isu't. Now,
1 object to the wnrd *oath,” because it would charge us inadvertently
with having taken such an obligation,

“Q. We don't charge you with it.—A. You do by using the word

‘onth,’ and then comparing It with some uther oath, We take no oath,

* Direet examination of Willlam J, MeGinley @

Q. Your name is William J. Mrh!n!ey 1—A. Yes.

). Where do you reside, Mr. McGinley 7—A, New York,

“ () In New York—In the Btate of New York?—A. City of Now York,

4}, Yon arc a member of the Enights of Columbus?—A. 1 a

Q. Do you hold any position in the Knights of {,olumbus?—a I do.

Q. What is that positlon?—A. Supreme secretary,

Q. Supreme secretary of the Knights of Columbuos?—A, Yes, sir.

- As such hPCl‘EtI&l"{ are you cusiodinn of the written and other
work o! the order —A

“Q. ritunl. You knaw of t‘he obligations that are taken in the
four do een of that ordert—A. I

“ Q. You have heard this purported oath read here In court, have
you not?—A. I have.

“ Q. Do they take nny oath?—A. They do not take any ocath. Our
goclety I8 not an oath-bound sodnr in fact, can’t hardly be cnlled a
secret sociefy. It Is a socie 'Catholic’ Ia Erey retognizing the
authority of the Catholic Chu ln matters aplritu

* Dy Alr, Monnis, 0 ected to a8 not responsive to the qumtlon.

“ By the Courr, sumtn the objectlon to that part of it

“A. I am ]md[nz up to it, your honor.

L "Q What 18 the purpose of the Order of the Knights of Colum-
ns

s Mr. Monris.  Objected to as Incompetent, irrelevant, and immg-
terial; the question here is whether Lawless took an oath ms stated in
that complaint. The {:urpm of the worder will throw: no light on
whethnr he did or didn
o udy ‘the Covrr. He tcstlﬂml there i3 no oath taken ; objection sus-

il

(). Have you a printed copy of that oath, of that obligation A,

I have
e 1. Wil yon produce 1t?
"(‘ arked * State’s Exhibit D.'ﬁ
What {2 State's Exhibit D?—A. State’'s Exhibit D {8 an officlal
copy - dul attested under the seal of the Order of the Bupreme Councll
ulii Lhti'_‘i obllgnuon taken by all members initiated In the fourth degree of
the order.

“Q. And you are the cnstodian of this?—A. 1 am official custodian
of the rit And ceremonies of the order and the laws of the order
under seal of the order,

“Q, And let's see; have you stated that is the one taken by the
fourth-de members ¥

“Mr. HEssiaN, Yes,

“ Mr. Haxzero. Now, we offer this In evidenne. ¥

“Mr. Morris. One questlnn 1 notiee * M., .or F. N." at the head of
this Exhibit D; what doers that repmenl?—& * Master, or faithful
nn,vigntur. title 'of one of the officers of the degree
i .!s that the only oblignrion of the murth ﬁo.gme?-—-&. The only
obligntion,

“(), Contalns ihe only obligntion In anyway ounuectnd with the
fourth degree of the Knights Columbus +—A.

“(Htnte's Exhibit D read to the jury by Ar, .Elnmr.eL]

“ Btate's Exhibit D is as follows:

wis, OR P, W,

#77 gwoar to support the Constitution of the United Btnies,

“e] pledge m ras a Catholie citizen and Knlght of Columbus, to
enlighten mysel full_r upoa dutles as a cltizen and to consclantlnusl
f" rf-n nl:;ch dntiesl entirely l:ho ntm-est n!n?gec;m'r:)t QI;I]I rffam
ess of a rsona conu-qn
power to me%eewe the Integrity nnd pur‘:ty of the lallot and to rumate
ruverencc and respect for lnw and order. 1 promlse to ice my
religion openly and consistently, but without ostentation, and to so
conduct myuelt In public nffairs and in the exerclse af E bile virtue ns
to reflect nothing but credit upon our holy chuoreh, to the end that she
mn{ flourish unﬁ our country prosper to the greater honor and glory

frem Connell seal.]
true copy.

"t Attest:

War, J. McGixuey,

“riSlzned)
“% Supreme Sceretary.”

“ Crogs-exnmination hy Mr. Morrls:
* Q. Mr. McGinley, references havé been ‘made here to the word
‘onth* and the word 'ublixluon. and apparent!y exception has lLeen
taken to thae use of the word ‘onth’ as describing the thing we are
thinking of, Will you tell us the dlﬂ'orpnce between onth and ohliga-
tlon *—A. Anoath,as I understand it isa (f or-obligntion or affirma-
tion whereln or in connection with which 8 called upon to witness,
or the Dei and an oul!firntlon fs a pledge or \ml!r"t'tnklu of a kind in
which the %city. is not ca ad ttgon to witness. That Is the distinction
1 belleve, between a Piedgc‘ I would suggest the word
plod rather thnn obllgatlnn t is casicr to say.

r. Haxzer, Just a question. Ought there Dot to be inserted
there also: lsn’'t an oath something that would be administered by
pmm:t-l le§nl authority¥ Ought not that to be a4 part of the ex-
ulrmu on

1 notice that you have these printed om little siips. What is
the %b ect 'of hnvlngx‘:hem rinted in that way, loose?T—A. For the
convenlence of the eeremony In the fourth degree of the order, whereliy
annoally, at the first meeting of the fourth degree, assembled in Junn-
ary of each year, all the members of the fourth degree renew that
obligntion, at is what 1a known as the annpal meeting, and for the
Purpose of sup{!lj‘lng the officers with their parts, for convenlence' sako
t i arranged that form
“Q. Dr, Buckley, in his testimony, stated there was something in the
obligation requiring members to remain members of the Catholie
Chureh, Is that true?—A. That is a constitutionnal, fundamental law
of the order. Well, toward the cnd there he promises to remaln &
member of the Catholie order, in there by Implication, H not exnrcﬁcd.
“ . I will nek you Is thia all the obligation of the fourth degrec?—A,
That is our obligation in the fourth degree.
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“Q. Do any of the other obligations—first, second, or third degrees—
have reference to non-Catholles in any way, directly or indirectly ¥ —A.
None whatever,

“Q. You have heard this purported oath In the criminal warrant read,
have yon?—A. Yea; I have.

“0Q, Have you seen that elsewhere?—A. I have,”

The defendants testified and also called Mr. Lawless, who had tes-
lltﬁted for the State. They were not cross-examined by the county
attorney.
© It Is unnecessary to go into the recital of the other evidence in this
case,  Suffice It to say that the defendants made no attempt to estab-
Jish the authenticity of the bogus cath, but threw themselves on the
merey nf.nt!ml- court and trled to show that there was no Intentlonal libel
on oY wiess.

DEFEXDANTS FOUND GUILTY.

~ The jury returned a verdict of guilty, which was read by the fore-
man, Rev. Thomns Billing, and the court imposed a jail sentence of 30
days on each of the defendants, from which they took an appeal to the
district court on the following day, cach giving a bend of $5600, with
H. B. Oblinger and W. Knauck as sureties.

Referring to the foregoing trinl, we set forth below the corre-
rpondence between the Ilev. Mr. Billing and Hon. Fred Bierman, of
‘l,)eeora?. Iowa, who, we believe, is the publisher of the Decorah
ournal :

DEcorAH, Towa, August 1§, 1914,

Rev. TnoMas BiLnixNa,
Pagtor of Methodist Church, Waterville, AMlinn.

Dear Sir: I have noted with Interest that you were a juror in the
rosecution of A. M. and G. E. Morrison, of Waterville, for criminal
bel by E. M. Lawless, of the Waterville Sentinel,

The reports are that the jurz‘ unanimously voted for the conviction
of A, M. and G. E. Morrison, ay I not ask you to write me a line or
two, stating whether or not this report is a fact? And also glve me any
bit of information that may be of Interest in the case,

This anti-Catholic agitation, in my judgment, Is very discreditable to
all the Protestant churches that do not seek in the spirit of Christian
charity to quict it, Furthermore, it is a menace to the best conduct
of political affairs and breeds a very regrettable bitterness and suspi-
cion among people who otherwise would be friends,

If you have no objections, I should thank you very much for the
prltllmﬁ! of publishing your reply in the Journal.

Incerely, yours, FRED DIERMAN,

WATERVILLE, MINN., August 15, 191},
Mr. FrEp BierMAN, Decorah, ITowa.

Drar S8ir: Yours of the 14th recelved. And while T do not care for

Eubllcltfv. must admit that either by the irony of fate or by the

and of Providence I found myself upon the jury empaneled to find a

verdict in the E. M. Lawless criminal llbel ecase agalnst A. AL and
G. E. Morrison, of the Mankota Journal, I dld not know until I
reached the court room of the case. Had I known what awalted mo
that day, I would probably bave been absent when the sheriff came
three-quarters of an hour before the trial to summon me. But when
sommoned did not ingulre how or learn for what purpose. However,
never having run away from anything that looked like duty, and not
belng challenged by either party, I stood my ground, and notwithstand-
ing much adverse loeal criticism am glad to have had the privilege of
he? ving to nall down so ugly and diabolical a lle as the pseudo oath go
widely published and attributed to Ed. Lawless was proven to be.

Furthermore, my district superintendent and other of my minlsterial
brethren (all of whom I have hitherto met) have expressed themselves
as being perfectly at oie with me.

The case was very simple.

1. The publication of the so-called oath in the defendant’s paper was
proven,

2. Its dlabolical character was proven,

3. Its cirenlatlon in Waterville was proven by Rev. H. I'. Chapman,
pastor of the Congregational Church of that city.

4. Its utter and complete falsity was Erown by two witnesses of the
highest standing In the order, viz, Dr, Buckley, of 8t. Paul, by whom
or in whose presence the fourth degree was conferred on complainant
Lawless ; and also by Willlam J. MeGlnley, of New York, supreme sec-
retary of the order, and custodian of all the written and oral work.

The first ballot stood 9 to 3 for conviction. The second ballot stood
10 to 2 for conviction, and the third was unanimous for conviction.
The verdict was followed by a sentence of 30 days for each of the de-
fendants in the county Juil, The case, however, is appealed to the dis-
trict ccurt in September,

The case was the result of an anti-Catholie spirit (which has had
other deplogable results), stirred up by the advent of Annie Lowry,
the pscudo nun, whose trall across the Btate s quite visible, and cer-
uln]y not enviable. Buch things exhibit the strange anomaly of a
religlon of love producing the kecnest haters and a gospel of peace
engendering strife and animosities more bitter than the disputes and
rivalries of the most profane.

Yours, for the peace of Zion,
{Rev.) TnoMas BILLING,
Foreman of Jury.
THANKS FOR LETTER. X
DrcorAn, Iowa, August 17, 1904
Rev. THOMAS DILLING,
Waterville, Miun,

My Dzar Sig: I think you very much for your letter of August
15 and for the promptness of your reply.

I want to compliment you on the position you teke in the matter
and to say that, in my opinion, if the Protestant clergymen in genera
to%i;l this position they would be held in higher esteem by the general
publie.

If I ean do you a favor at some future date, I bope that you will not
hesitate to eall upon me.

Sincerely, yours,
AXoTnER PROSECUTION.

i\su'ol.her case wis tried In 8t. Jobns, Newfoundland, on February 18,

The defendant was Charles A. Swift.

This trial was held In the central district court, before Judge Knight.

The defendant was charged with eriminal llbel In publishing and clr-
culating the same oath described in the foregolng pages.

FRED BIERMAN,

The ecomplainant was Charles O'Nelll Conroy, for himself and the

Knl ht?‘ ofBCt;iIumlbua.K c
r. A. B. Morine, K. C., was counscl for the complainant and Mr,
F. A. Mews for the derenuﬁnt. ¥

The witnesses for the Government were William Bowden, Kenncth
Barnes, Willilam ¥. Coaker, Charles O'Nelll Conroy, John Fenelon,

The defendant testified, admitting the charge, and concluded his
testimony as follows :

“ 1 should mow like to express my very deep regret to Mr. Conroy
and Mr. Fenelon and the whole Council of Knights, In 8t, Johus angd
elsewhere, that 1 should have been led to believe ough false repre-
sentations that this was the oath of the Knights of Columbus, and I
wish to make an apology to all concernpd, saying I sincercly regret
having caused any pain or {ll feeling to the members, and I wish this
apology to be as complete as possible, I may add that in January last
:udtlad" not know any of the members of the Knlghts of Columbus as

ch.

Mr., Morine then made the following statement to the conrt:

*“This proceeding was taken for the purpose of showing the bogus
nature of thls alleged oath. If the accused had justified ﬁzla condnet
or attempted in any way to set up the truth of the alleged oath, the
prosecution would pushed to the greatest possible extent. There
was no desire to persecute or even to punish where punishment was
descrved. Mr. Bwift having explained and given proper information
the complainant is satisfied that Mr. Swift was a victim, that he had
no actnal malice, and that he sincerely regrets his part In the eircula-
tion of the defamatory matter. This being so, the prosecutor’'s object
has been achieved, and he desires that these proceedings go no further
against this ﬁnrticular accused. He will, however, prosccute for any
further clreulatlon of this same or similar matter, and reserves his
ordinary denial, thelr clear and dellberate assertions beélng made on
onth in a properly constituted court, In exercising clemency the
Knights will have won respect and admiration; but after this ample
vindieation it should be a solemn doty on the part of members of the
order and thelr friends, whether Roman Catholic or I'rotestant, to take
‘steps to assure the severest punishment the law provides to any who
may make similar charges. It ig an old story, this oath business, and
the Knights of Columbus is not the only society that has sullered slmi-
larly in the past. What made the offense more atroclons was an cvi-
dent desire on the part of some to revive those displays of sectarian
hatred which were burled, it Is boped forever, a quarter of a century
ago:"”

” Acrion IN BraTTLE, WASH.

In Seattle, Wash,, a_public statement was made on Scptember 1, 1012,
In the course of which it was alleged that this same ** oath " was the
oath taken by fourth-degree members of the Knights of Columbus., As
a result of this statement the knights In Seattle voluntarily decided to
submit to a commitiea of Protestant gentlemen the printed ceremonial
contalning the nctual obligation taken by fourth-degree members of the
order. 'The followlng newspaper extract gives the result of the lovestl-

tion 3
o The gentlemen to whom this obligation was submitted are H. C.
Henry, rallrond contractor and president of the Metropolitan Bank;
oJ. X, 'Lowmnn, president of the Seattle Chamber of Commerce; J. E.
Chilberg, vice president of the Beandinaviap-American Bank of MHeattle.
The signed statement of these gentlemen follows :

 COMMITTER FINDINGS,

“ Honoruble Catholle gentlemen of this city have placed for examina-
tlon in the hands of the undersigned two papers—one the actual fourth-
degree obligation taken by each person upon becoming a member of the
Catholic organization known as the Knights of Columbus, the other &

rinted clrcular Eurporﬁng to be the above-mentioned obligation, This
atter Is a blasphemous and horrible travesty upon the real opath, and
as fair-minded citizens of this city we can not allow an atroclous libel
upon the large body of our publle-spirited Catholic fellow citizens to
s&nd undisputed. We declare, further, that the obligation taken by the
fourth-degree Knlghts of Columbus Is one of loyalty and i,uutrluuum to
our flag and Nation, and that the sald obligatlon bLinds those who as-
sume it to the exercise of the highest type of American cltizenship,

“ Blgned at Seattle, Wash,, this 31st day of October, 1012,

‘*H. C. HexnY,
Jd. D, LOWMAN.
“J. E. CaEiLpera.”

We beg to submit all of the above as evidence of the fact that we
have been the objects of a mallclous slander at the hands of a disturber
of the publiec peace,

T. J. GorMaAN,
Past Vice Bupreme Master of the Fourih Degree.
0HN D. CarMoDY,
EWWJUCPHLEH of Washington,

. C. Fourb,
Past Grand Knight, Seattle Council,
RESOLUTION PASSED,

Mr. Joux D; Canxmopy, Scattle, Wash.

Dearn Sin: The following resolution was passed by the Olymplan
Clericus, an organization composed of all Eplscopal clergymen in the
State of Washington west of the Cnscades:

“ Our attention has been called to a circular which has been rather
widely distributed }}urportlng to be a wply of the onth taken by the
members of a certaln religlous order or soeclety., We desire on behalf of
ourselves Lo express our dce? regret that such an attack should have
been made on lEe membera of a religions body. We disclaim any desire
to judge others, but feel most deeply that the interests of true religion
can never be served in such a way,

ALL SAINTS’ RECTORY, SEATTLE,
LoS ANGELES INVESTIGATION.
The following letters need uo explanation :

Hon, Pavw J. McCORMICE,
Courthouse, Log Angeles.

My DrAr Jupan: 1 take pleasure in handing you herewith the find-
fngs of the committee of Freemasons to whom you exhibited the eeres
monlals and pledges of the Order of Knlghts of Columbus,

I am very glad that 1 have been able in a measure to secure th[:;
refutation of a slanderous lle which has bLeen widely elrculated an
which has been disseminated in muny cuses by well-meanlng, credulous,
and deluded persons, 3

1 ghall seonto it that this report has wide eirculation amonyg Masons,
and you may use it in any way you deem Dbest to briog abont Im
.understanding of the truth among men who, aboye all controversies

Bipxey T. JaMmes, Becretary.

e e il 3 =
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and contentions, desire to know and to follow that which is right and
true.
Yours, cordially, W. R. HERVEY.
Ocroper 9, 1914,

We hereby certify that by authority of the highest officer of the
Knights of Columbis in the State of California, who acted under in-
structions from the supreme officer of the order in the United States,
we were furnished a complete copy of all the work, ceremonies, and
pledges used by the order, and that we carefully read, discussed, and
examined the same, We found that, while the order is in a sense a
secret association, it is not an oath-bound organization and that its
ceremonies are comprised in four degrees, which are intended to teach
and inculeate principles that lie at the foundation of every great re-
ligion and every free State, Our examipation of these ceremonials
and obligations was made primarily for the purpose of ascertaining
whether or not a certain alleged oath of the Knights of Columbus
which has been printed and widely circulated was in fact used b{ the
order, and whether, if it was not used, any oath, obligation, or pledge
was used which was or would be offensive to Protestants or Masons or
those who are engaged in circutntlnﬁln document of peculiar viciousness
and wickedness. We find that neither the alleged oath mor any oath
or pledge bearing the remotest resemblance thereto In matter, manner,
spirit, or purpose is used or forms a part of the ceremonies of any
degree of the Knights of Columbus. he alleged oath is scurrilous
wicked, and libelous, and must be the invention of an impious and
venomous mind, We find that the Order of Knights of Columbus, as
shown by its rituals, is dedicated to the Catholic mltgiou. charltg. and

atriotism. There is no propaganda proposed or taught inst Protes-
ants or Masons or persons not of Catholie faith. Indeed, Protestants
and Masons are not referred to, directly or indirectly, in the cere-
monials and pledges, The ceremonial of the order teaches a high and
noble patriotism, instills a love of country, inculeates a reverence for
law and order, urﬁes the conscientious and unselfish performance of
civie duty, and holds up the Constitution of our country as the richest
and most precious possession of a knight of the order. We can find
nothing in the entire ceremonials of the order that, to our minds, could
be objected to by any person. .

oTLEY HEWES FLINT (33°),

M
& Past Grand Master of Masons oJ California.
Daxa RElp WELLER (32°),
Past Grand Master of Masons of California,
Wa, RHopes Hervey kss’}
Rite Lodge.

Past Master and Master of Scottish
SamyuerL E. Burke (82°9),
Past Master and Inspector of M ¢ District.
RECENT PROSECUTION IN SANTA CrUZ, CAL.
The Santa Cruz News, of S8anta Cruz, Cal.,, published the followlng
under date of October 28, 1814 :

BOCIALIST EDITOR BOUND OVER—NO TESTIMONY PRESENTED BY DEFENSE.

“H. 8. Turner, editor of the World Issne and charged with libeling
the fourth-d members of the Knights of Columbus through the
publication of a false oath attributed to the organization, was bound
over to the superlor court by Justice of the Peace Bias this morning
under $300 bonds, following a very interesting preliminary examination
in which the most noticeable incident was the ingenulty of Attorney
Ralph H. Smith in the defense of his client, the defendant.

“The little court room above the flie house was completely filled
when the case opened this morning. Assisting Distriet Attorne Knlﬁht
was John H, Leonard, the local attorney and a prominent Catholie.

The complainant was Charles Gillen, who testified with Joseph J.
Rosborough, of Oakland, and Euvgene F. Conlon, SBan Franeisco. No
evidence was offered by the defendant, and after argument by his
attorney, Mr. Smith, Judge Bias held that there was sufficlent evidence
to hold the defendant for the higher court,

BusINESS MEN OF INDIANAPOLIS PROTEST AGAINST THE CIRCULATION
oF THE FAxE OATH.

The business men whose signatures appear below are all Protestant;
they can not comprehend how any Christian can lend himself to the
further eirculation of the monstrous lie.

ENIGHTS OF COLUMBUS “ FAKE OATH.”

We the unndersigned citizens of Indianapolis, Ind., begto make publie
the following statement of faects, the truth of which established by
thorough investigation, regard.lnf the circulation in Indianapolis and
Indiana of a “ fake oath ™ as being the true fourth-degree oagh of the
Knights of Colambus.

It will be unnecessary to reproduce the fake oath here on account of
its vile character. Ordinarily charges of such vile nature should
unnoticed, but good citizens of all creeds owe it to themselves
pillory before the public those circulating this literature as un-American,

The true oath of the fourth-degree members of the Knights of Colum-
bus as hereinafter shown In the court proceedings is as follows:

* I swear to su{n rt the Constitution of the United SBtates.

*1 pledge myself, as a Catholic citizen and Knight of Columbus, to
enlighten myself fully upon my duties as a citizen and to conscien-
tiously perform such duties entirely in the interest of mg country and

regardless of all personal consequences. I pledge myself to do all in
my power to preserve the lntefrlt{ and purity of the ballot and to
promote reverence and respect for law and order. I promise to prac-

tice my religion openly and econsistently, but without ostentation,
and to so conduct myself In public affairs and in the exercise of
publie virtue as to reflect nothing but credit upon our holy chureh, to
the end that she may flourlsh and our country prosper to the greater
honor snd“flory of God.”

Appended to the * fake oath,” which is being eirculated anonymously,
# t‘th ?gdmpon:th C R Washi D

“ Cop! rom the CoNgrEsSsio¥AL Rrcorp, Washington, D. C., volume
49, part 4, February 15, 1913, page 3216." -

By relen'lnﬁ to the CONGRESSIONAL REcomD quoted it will be found
that this * fake oath " is filed as an exhibit by Eugene C. Bonniwell,
of Pennsylvania, in his chnrga against THomas 8. BuTLEr, before the
Committee on Elections No. 1, in Congress, ﬁ!rowin,g out of -an election
contest. Mr. Bonniwell, the contestant, in his protest, printed in the
CONGRESS10NAL RECORD, says:

** Messengers in the employ of sufporters of TaOMAs 8. BUTLER
traveled the distriet, having in thelr possession and ecireulati a
blasphemous and infamous libel, a copy of which is hereto attached,
pretended to be an oath of the Knights of Columbus, of which body the

contestant is a member. So revolting are the terms of this document

LII—101

and so pauseat its pledges that the injury it did, not merely to the
contestant but also to the Knights of Columbus and to Catholics ln
general, can hardly be measured in terms.” (Copled from CoNGRES-
S10NAL RECORD, vol. 49, pt. 4, p. 3216, Washington, D. C., Feb. 15, 1913.)

Mr. BuTLER, in his defense, as printed in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD,

sAys:

* 1 apprehended with alarm the use of such a document in a political
campaign or at any other time. 1 did not believe in its truthfulneas,
and so stated my judgment concerning it on November 4, 1912, as soon
as complaint was made to me of its general eirculation. Inasmuch as
I did not wish to glve this document, which I judged to be spurious,
any notoriety whatsoever, 1 refrained from its public condemnation
until the time when a general complaint was made to me, and 1 thought
it my dutg to Eubllcly condemn it.” (Copied from CONGRESSIONAL REC-
ORD, vol. 49, 4. p. 3219, Washington, D. C., Feb. 13, 1913.)

The congressional committee to which the matter was referred re-
ported in part as follows :

*“The committee can not condemn too strongly the publication of the
false and libelous article referred to in the paper of Mr. Bonniwell and
which was the spurious Knights of Columbus oath, a copy of which is
appended to th%vpagfr.” (Copied from CONGRESSIOXAL RECORD, vol. 49,
pt. 4, p. 3221, Washington, D. C., Feb. 15, 1913.)

This shows that the “ fake oath™ is a fake, and it explains how it
got into the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.

In addition to the reference made in the CONGRESSIONAL REcounp show-
ing up this * fake oath,” its false and malicious character was shown in
two court proceedings, one in Waterville, Minn., tried on July 29, 1914,
and one in Philadelphia, Pa., tried on January 30, 1914,

The Waterville case was a criminal libel brought by E. M. Lawless,
the editor of the Waterville Sentinel, against A, M. Morrison and C. E.
Morrison, father and son, editors and publishers of the Mankato Morn-
ingrlournal. of Mankato, Minn,

he libel consisted in the charging of Lawless with having taken th
“ fake " Knights of Columbus * oath,” which is the same * fake oath ™
8o largely circulated in Marion County.

The trial was presided over by Judge George J. Drassel, The district
attorney who prosecuted the case was Francis J. Hanzel, of Mont-
gomery, prosecuting attorney for Le Sueur County, who was assisted by
Attorney Thomas Hessian, of Le Sneur. The defendants were rep-
resented by Owen Morris, of St. Paul.

A jury was selected, and the Rev. Thomas Billing,
Methodist minister of Waterville, was chosen on the jury.

At the trial reputable citizens %ave evidence that the * fake oath"
was a vile fake, and that the obligation above set out is the true
obligation of the hts of Columbus.

The defendants at the trial made no attempt to establish the
authenticity of the * fake oath,” but threw themselves on the mercy
of the court and tried to show that there was no intentional libel on
Mr. Lawless.

The Lury returned a verdict of gullty, which was read by the foreman,
Rev. Thomas Billing, and the court imposed a jail sentence of 30 days.

In the Philadelphia case two men, Megonegal and Stage, were charged
Jointlf' with conspiracy to defame seéveral members of the Knights
of Columbus by causing the * fake oath ™ to be circulated.

At the bearing it appeared that the ‘ fake oath ™ had been bought
in bulk from the Menace In the beginning, but afterwards Megonegal
had done the printing on his own account.

The Menace was called upon by counsel for these two men to give
them some assistance, and it repl in a letter, dated March 5, 1913,
and addressed to Leroy N. King, attorney for the defendants:

“We do not have any evidence that the oath is the one which is
taken by the EKnights of Columbus. We feel sure that it would be
fol‘:liy for you to base your defense on the authenticity of this document.”

he case came on to trial at the quarter sessions court in Phila-
delphia on Janoary 30, 1914, before Judge Robert W. Wilson. The
district attorney was Joseph Taulane, who was assisted by Attorneys
Owen J. Robe and Joseph P. Gaffney. The defendants, in addition
to Mr. King, had Peter F. MacLaren, BEvidence was introduced that
the “t m%e’toath " was utterly false, and that no Knight of Columbus
ever took it.

Megonegal pleaded guilty apd Stage pleaded nolle, Whereupon, at
the request ofp the plaintiffs, the sentence was suspended.

Knowing that the “ fake oath " is false, we hold that all good citizens
will join ns in denouncing its circulation in Marion County and in

the resident

Indiana, to the end that people of all ereeds may dwell in peace and
hintll-:;on i“ becomes the highest ideals of true and patriotic American
¢ nship.

Alex C, Ayres, attorney ; H. C. Parker, physician ; Aqguilla Q.
Jones, aftomey: John G. Willlams, attorney; Hugl
McK. Landon, capitalist ; Frederick M. Ayres, E}n‘e«[dm:n‘.
L. B. Ayres & Co.; L. 0. Hamilton, president Hamilton,

Harris & Co.; Linneas C, Boyd, capitalist; Gustave A.

Schnull, of Schnull & Co.; Albert P. Smith, attorney ;

J. M. MclIntosh, president National City Bank; August

M. Kuhn, treasurer Aetna Trust & Savings Co.; John
Rauch, clerk Marion cireuit court ; G. A. Efroymson,
Co.; Chester P. Wilson, presi-

gresident H. P. Wasson
ent Interstate Public Service Co.; Frank 8. C. Wicks,
minister ; Henry M. Downing, attorney ; Henry H. Horn-
brook, attorney ; Frank E. Gavin, attorney ; Dick Miller,
broker ; Hn%h Doufherty vice president Fletcher Sav-
ings & Trust Co.; J. W. étickney, general manager Cen-
tral Union Teleph 0. Th . Wynne, vice
president and treasurer Indlanapolis Light & Heat
Co. ; Louis Newberger, attorney ; Henry Lawrence, man-
nﬁer Claypool Hotel; Otto N. Frenzel, president Mer-
chants' National Bank:; Frank Wheeler, of Wheeler &
Schebler ; John J. Appel, real estate agent; C. G. San-
der, of Sander & Recker; John W, Minor, secretary and
treasurer Sentinel Printing Co.; Evans Woolen, vice
president American Natlonal Bank; Willlam Fortune,
president Indinnapolis Tele(;')houe Co.; J. D. Forrest,
general manager gl]tlxena' 3as Co.; Chalmers Brown,
resident Reserve Loan Life Insurance Co.; F. F.
utchins, physiclian ; Wilson 8. Doan, attorney ; Edward
E. Gates, attorney ; Oscar Schmidt, president Old Town
Co.;: Elmer E. Stevenson, attorney ; Samuel O. Pickens,
attorney ; Sol Meyer, president Meyer-Kiser Bank; Lin-
ton A. Cox, attorney; Frank T. Edenharter, attorney;
John F. Robbins, attorney; Thos. J. wens, secre-
tary Meridian Life Insurance Co.; George J. Marott,
shoe merchant. .
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The above a red In the Indianapolis News October 17 and in the
Star (gcit:gberltfgm All signatures are those of prominent non-Catholie
men o é city.

Mr. Speaker, may I call the attention of this House fo the
stenographic report of the hearing ‘before President Wilson
which was held in the East Room, White House, January 23?7
The hearing was given in response to the request of many gen-
tlemen, both proponents and opponents of the bill now under
consideration. I shall read here the arguments of those repre-
sentative men and wemen who asked our President to veto this
measure.

When the hour of 10 o’clock arrived, President YWilson, rising
from his seat, spoke as follows:

Ladles and ﬂemen we are ‘golng to devote twn hours and a half
to this discussion, in order that it may be conducted in as satis-
mctory a manner as possib!u we have arranged to divide the time

between the two sides, those for the si g of the bill and
thmsea alnst it. It has been arranged that the eofthoaelnmvor
of the bill should be allotted under the supervision of Mr, Frank Morri-
son, secretary of the Ameriean Federation of Labor, an hour being de-
voted to that side. The next hour and 15 minutes will be devoted to
those who wish the bill vetoed, this time to be arranged Ig Representa-
tives GALLIVAN, SBABATH, and GorproaLE; and then, at the conclusion
of the 2 hours and 15 minutes which wonld be thus nsed , the closing
15 minutes will be given to those who favor the bill, s time to be
allotted as the other,

1 am not informed as to who is to speak first In favor of the Bill

FOR THE OPPONEXNTS.

Representative GALLIVAN. Mr. President, Messrs. GOLDFOGLE, SABATH,
and myself have agreed to divide ouor time equally,. We have 1 hour
and 20 minutes, The elosing 15 minutes will be assigned to the Hon.
W. Bourke Cockran. Because we have no many who have come from
different sections of the country who wm be unable to talk on account
of lack of time, with your permission -regident, 1 am going to ask
all those who are o d to the pendlng Iagl.slnﬁu'a to rise.

The PRESIDENT, not now, please.

Representative Gat.l.rvrt d&ta ‘the audience). Never mind ;
that. We do not desire to disappoint ?eople hem wlthont lettlng them
know that we have not the time to them{ for that reasom I
thought that if they could show their numbers hat wonld be an cxpres-
sion of opinion on thelr Eert. But we are profoundly grateful to you
tor lhi.-: opportunlt{v heard.

PresmpEsT, Whom shall we hear first?
r&sentatlv- GALLIVAN, I am goln§ to ask Represantatlu J. Hamp-
E[uo:mh Phi lade.lphia to npenk or two minutes.
tive Mooz, Mr. German-American Aman
whk- claims a membershlg of 2000000 ’Fmten against this biu
is direc‘tjlcy opposed to the 1teracy test. he Fadaution of lt.a

do not do

cleties Penns; nia, numbering about 50000 sgro t wfﬂ
the bill The ewlsh socletles unitadly protest u.gain the and
Mr. Louls B. Levy, of Philadelphia, the head of these socleties,

may be heard from for a moment or two a little later on. 'rhe
Polish Bocleties are also oset! to this bill, and they are a very ntuner.
ous part of our citizenship in Pennsyl vanin,

Mr, President, I shall ssk to flle some papers voicing the nentimentn
of these socleties, and shall ask thelr consideration at your hands,
has been said by some of those who have already lpoken. in scho {
fashion, that we must conserve the brain power of the

agree to the conservation of tha brain power of the Nn

eatiou whether the conservation nr the brain power of the Nntlnn
qgou.id be conducted at the expense of the conservation of the brawa
and the musecle of the Nation. We may be overdoing the conservation
of the brain power and leading unceusclously to a race suicide that la
entitely unlooked for. We must consei 7@ the brawn and the musele ot
Nation. We must admlt those who have committed no crime
the Nation save that of being unable to read to those same oon ns
ghlch l:vj:tre granted to our forefathers from the beginning of our Na-

on's ory.

It has been said that the insane are increasing In our Institutions in
this country. That may be true., Bome startling statistics have been
giveu with respect to the insape. But I question, Mr. President—I am
on the Immigration and Naturalization Cﬂ-mlttee. and have been deal-
ing with this question for years in Co qli;:stian whether any
more law apon the subject of naturalization and migration will im-
prove: this condition. he law which we now have, the act of Febru-

provides in thc second gangraph for the exclusion of the

sine. Section 2 reads that the following classes of aliens shall be

excluded from admission Into the United States: All idlots, Imbeciles,

feeble-minded persons, epilepties, insane persons, and persons who have
been insane within five {Bears previous,

Mr. President, there ample law to-da
class of citizens. Will more law help the situation? It is a matter of
administration, as we have been told on former occasions. It is a mat-
ter of admlniatmtlun NOW.

ay I have the vilege, Mr, GALLIVAX, of presenting Prof, M. D.
Learned, of the University of Pennsylvanla?

Representative GaLnivaN. You may. I will say that Prof. Learned
has beeu g%ven elght minutes,

Pro r, President, gentlemen, while I have been requested
by t“o organlmtlum to speak on this occaa!on, what 1 have to sa.%
comes rather from a man who has studied it from an independent poin
of view. It has been my lot for the past 10 or 15 years to follow the
history of immigration to this country with more or less care and with
particular reference to the early immigration. 1 have also examined
with great eare the million-dollar output of the Imm ration Comimnis-

sion—42 volumes, 1 think, in all. I will not swear that 1 have read
them from cover to cover, Now, this repurt. to which reference has been
made fto-day, 1s presumably the basis n which the commlittee and
Congress bave formulated the imm at on bill before us. I wish to
gay one word about this report. egins practieally with 1819, at a
time when our statistics beg n to ﬂow rngldly and freely. It was a con-
venlent place to begl members of that commission
did not have an culty ln reconstructlu the unwritten statistics
back of that period. We all know that that is the great crux in the
staiiilstit[:s of the United States—the period before the First Census, in
partlcular,

for the exelusion of this

Mr. President and Fentlemen it Is precisely this neglected period in
this report which vitiates the results of the report. he fact is that
the period of the making of this Nation was the perlod before the First

Census of the United States. It was the formative period, in which all
these natlonalitles were grouped together in various ts of the country
and the process of asslmilation was going on. And what were the ele-
ments of that population? If we should see them moving down Fennsyl-
vania Avenue to-day, with their packs on their backs, in many cases in
their bare feet, and thelr tatters and rags, we shounld be ashamed to

acknowledge that they were onr ancestors. We can not from the
Imm 18 what the output of this country Is to be. dst?st remems-
ber t from these great stress perl iods or rellgioua

periods of depletlon by war, we have rawn the \el? best elements
our populatio I need to cite only one example to show that—the
example of the 1mmigrsﬁon of the Palatines in 1709 and 1710 and fol-
lowing years to this coun admittedly one of the best elements we
have ever added to our ation. And yet those Palatines were home-
less, roofless, withont es in many cases, foodless. They had to live
upon the mercy of the En glish ngec:b;lle when they were camped about
London, and had to be nctua.] 1:5&1 b{ others to this country. And
hundreds and thonsands of them could not read a word—had absolutely
no ability to read.

This brings me now to madlng‘ test and the present question.
What s the class that wﬂl the reading test, that will
be eliminated b; the read:ln test? The c!.m;s to be e inated by the

rending test wil e agricultural class and the artisan class
of the lower grndes in ose countries and citles where popular educa-
tion does not exist; a test that does in no wise or bear upon
the character of the individuals; and we all know t. We all know
that this particular form of test was selected—at least, we may

that this partlmln.r form of test has been selected—Dbeca
mittee went on the plan, perhaps, of the fisherman, the hap
man, He takes hiz net and he says, “ It won't catech them a b
will catch a lot, and it is the best I have to fish with.” And
thaégnst:“bon the size of it with the committee that formulated this
reading %

Now, you have got to get a much larger net, and you have t to
get a much smaller mesh before you can ecateh all of the ineligibles
that were in the ds of this committee. We know that the tendencies
and temptations In the Con of the United States are all fraught
with the interesis of separate, distinct orgmnizations, and separate eco-
nomic and other in of the country. We know that: and we know
that Congress has to deal with all those conflicting interests and we
know that this lesﬂ!ntton like most of the legislation of Long'ress. is
tied np with these special in terests ; and, Mr. President, I think, for us,
one Sm rtant tact remember is that in this leglslat]on we are no
ng for tn-dny or to-morrow. We are legislatl with a view
to the great future, with a view to those elements which are to come
to us, and which are to glve to us thelr bralu and their hrnwn because
you need not tell me that tpmm ons of the P’.‘ast. the
unedocated regions of Russia and Bulgaria, and the other countries of
the East, In Ifaly as well—you need not tell me that that brain which
has been IyinF dormant tor centm-les, when it once catches the touch of
eduecation, will net, 1 n power, rise up and give a new element
to this civilization of crnrs. at is what the educational test is oing to
cnt off—just that virgin brain that has not had the o po
which our old ancestors had when the eame to this coun

Representative GALLIVAN, President, I want to present Mr. David
A. Lourle, representing the New Centu Boston, an organlza-
tion of professional men, Mr, Lou ri for three minutes,

Mr. Lourie, Mr, President, as I heard some of the ar ents here
this morning it reminded .me nf the history of immigration as it has
been discussed for the last 100 years. Away back in 1814. arguments
were advanced for the restriction and excl n nr im on, slmilar
to those that haw been advanced here to-day. Had those arguments
been listened to ideas translated nta law, what would the
development of hﬂs country have been to-day? The first speaker asked
the q'uusﬂ:a Do we want to Russianize the ple over here? 1 say,
“ No'"; and the fact that we do not want to Russianize the people over
here is the reason that we are opposed to the literacy test. What does
Russianize mean? It means autoeratic officialdom, and every-
thing that is bad in publie life. Now, what does rincipla of n
titeracy test, redunced to its lowest terms, mean? It means that a man

subjects himself to exnmination by one official. Is there any standard
by which this official can say whether the Immigrant can read well or
Imdlgl enough to admit him or deport him? It is left entlreiy to

scretion, to his whim, to hln caprice; and It Is for this reason
among others, that we are o to this un- American Frincl le of
one-man power, to be able to decide whether a man is able

enough to come in here; we are absolutely o this literacy test.

The gentleman tells you that the Farmers' Unlon is in favor of
the literacy test. Why should they be? e know that it is for the
interest of the United States of America to get as many of our immi-
grants out on the farms as is possible, to deﬂlo our & tural re-
sourees, Nagel, in his letter to ex-President T
e:-President Taf veto was made a clear and t:.l.l‘efu study of
the Immigrant's relnﬁon toward the agricultural problem ; snd in that
letter he says that it is these illiterate ants w have Deen
coming here in the last 15 or 20 years who are g'rutty reclaiming the
abnndoned farm lands of the West and of New Englnnd

taﬂve GALLIVAN, Mr. President, 1 ve two minutes to
Mr chael Leveen, master of the Indcpe ent Opder of King
Solomon, of Newar

Mr., LEVEDN. i’resldent, 1 give way to Mr. Saal Cohn to represent
us as spokesmn

Mr. CoEx. Mr. President, it is very difficult for ‘a youn

anything to what has been sald by those opposed to the liter test
by such men as President Eliot and the President of the Unlted tates
and a great many other gentlemen who have had the npi:ortunlty, and a
part of whose duty it has been to study this brand of legislation.
words of the second gentleman who spoke in regard to the fact that
the immigrant desired to be excluded catches almost as though a burn-

torch were a%plled to hlm the ability to mke advantage of our in-

titutions, are solutel{ It has been shown that there is a
Elm reater percentage o terac? in the children of native-born parents

n there Is in the children of foreign-born parents,

Mr. President, I do not desire to go into a detailed statement of the
reasons for which we oppose the literacy test. I only desire to bring a
homely illustration to the gentlemen present. in that those of nus who
lead professional lives know of our own knowledge that very frequently
in our experience—I know it has been in mine—we find gentlemen who
come to this 1:01.mt1'{l who can not read or write; who sign their notes
and their deeds with a cross; who have brought wp large families in
decency ; have given them every advantage that Ameriean institutions
will permit; who have risen to stations of opulence in our sommunities;
who have made exccllent citizens, excellent fathers, and excellent busi-

er to add
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ness men; and I am quite positive that from those experiences the pro-
posed test has no foundation in truth and in justice.

Representative GaALLivaxN, Mr. President, I will ask Capt. Samuel H,
Borofsky, representing the largest Jewish congregation in New England,
to speak for two minutes, :

Capt. BOROFSKY, Mr. President, I am personally foreign born, 1
came here when a boy of 14, 1 have lived amongst the forelgn born of
all classes—Jews, Itallans, and others—in the city of Boston, and I
want to say right here, Mr. President, that this country would have a
Erent deal less trouble with the foreign-born element if all of them came

ere uneducated. The man who comes here and imbibes his education
in the American schools imbibes something the value of which he real-
izes and which he appreciates more than those who have had the best
education from the universities where revolution is rampant and where
tyranny prevails, because our institutions are good. And, Mr, President,
I want to say one more word with regard to many of us who come
from those foreign countries. We have many ties there. A war is
going on, devasting all of Europe, where fathers and brothers are bein
elaughtered on the field of battle. A man may bﬂni his child of 1
years of age—I believe 16—a father may bring in his wife and his
children up to that age; but if my father is killed there, and I have
got a sister in the old country who can not read, who did not have the
opportunity, no matter what my wealth in this country might be I
would not under this bill be permitted to take my unfortunate sister
from the old country and give her a shelter in my home. Just think
if I had a sister over there and she had a {oung ﬁir] of 14 or 16 or 1
years, with no parents after this war, absolutely destitute, with all my
means 1 would be unable to bring her to this country and give her a
shelter. Is this Americanism? Is this the true spirit of Americanism,
Mr. President? I certainly submit, Mr, President, that the American
people of this country, if they only realized how far this provision
goes, wonld never for a minute consent to its enactment into law.

Representative GALLIVAN (addressing Mr. Sol B, Kantor, of Boston).
How much time have we remaining, Mr. Kantor?

Mr, KaxTor, About eight minutes,

Representative GALLIVAN. Mr. President, we have here some repre-
gentatives of Boston opinion on this bill; they have come from the
city of Samuel Adams, of Willlam Lloyd Garrison, of Wendell Phillips
and of thousands of many splendid immigrants of all races who could
not have entered this country under a literacy test. They have come
to protest with voice and mind and heart against this un-American
measure that now threatens. They believe that such a test would not
bar from our shores the arrogant, the brutal, the viclous, the selfish,
the hateful, the uncharitable, the nunwanted, but that it wounld close
our doors against the unfortunate, the oppressed, the victims of
brutalism and repression in Old World misgovernment.

Mr. President, I rise to speak chiefly against the literacy test in this
bill, because I believe that, based on the experience and hivstory of this
and every other country, literacy is not a measure of character or a
test of fitness for citizenship. It is a convenience, not a necessity, in
the life of a people. It meither ndds to nor diminishes the native
ability and virtue of any people, and it is the simplest commonplace to
say that no nation was ever saved, no people ever freed, no govern-
ment ever established by the P:n of the writer and the book of the
scholar ; the vigor, courage, intelligence, and strong arms of men that
accomplish these great ends were the endowment of those who were
able to make htstor{, even if they could neither write nor read it.

If there is one thing that stands out more Lm;:oslng[y in our national
life—yes, far more than any other—it is that literacy has not been the
source of American liberty or the cause of American greatness, and our
lack of l:l commanding literature has sometimes been a cause of national
reproach.

I believe it was Emerson who said that the farmer, laborer, artisan,
fisherman, and chopper are the Commonwealth, not the lawyer, the
scholar, and the ggnman Too many of us make the mistake of con-
founding and confusing the terms of illiteracy and ignorance, and our

reat President hardly needs to be told that lack of letters and lack of
nowledge are two entirely different things.

Mr. President, it is important to remember that this alleged stream
of alicn immigrants has been flowing into Ameriea since the early days
of the seventeenth century. Its fanciful dangers have begun to dawn
on us in the twentieth. Those who favor this bill seem to forget that
only the other day their ancestors were alien, the sons of Kngland,
France, Ireland, I I{ Scotland, Poland, Germany, Russia, and other
lands; and thou hat stream of fresh and revivif ng blood has
ceased to flow into some sections of our country, it still continues to
renew the energles and courage of the North and the West as ever,
Wherever the immigrant has come his energy, courage, fidelity, and
brains have made the regions wherein he has cast his fortune blossom
like the rose. Wherever he has gone schools have sprung up, indus-
tries have flourished, trade has increased, wealth has multiplied, pros-
Feritv has bloomed, and patriotism, peace, law, order, intelligence, and
iappiness follow in his footsteps.

Mr. President, we know that a literacy test will bar from our land
its most vital necessity—strong, vigorous, simple, God-fearing peasants,
who come here to find homes and to make the wilderness blossom into
fertility. But will a literacy test keep out a simile criminal whose

antecedents we are orant of? You will find some {illiter-
ate eriminals who have been gullty of erlme of sudden passion, of vio-
lence, men who united ignorance with illiteracy ; but it is everlastingly
true that the erimes most fhjurious to society, most detrimental to
business, commerce, finance, are never the work of illiterates,

The forger, the conspirator, the crooked promoter, the business de-
faulter, the blackmailer, the bank thief, the political grafter, and all
that class of eriminals, outside of and outnumbering the criminals of
passion and violence, are literate. The{ read and write, for these
viclous talents must be supplemented by literaey to make them profit-
able. Vielous talent sharpened and developed letters is the most
serious problem soclety has to deal with. Yet this absurd llteracy test
will admit the dangerous European cri al of the continental cities
and bar out the honest and hard-working and badly needed peasant—
farmer and laborer—whether he be Engll‘sh or Irish or French or Ger-
man or Hebrew or Polish or Itallan or Lithuanian.

In evey crisis of the countsy’s history these alien classes have stood
loyally by the aegu;blic that gave them asylum and home.

In conclusion, Mr. President, let me say that literacy is not a test
of character, manhood, or civic fitness. It is a trap to cateh the
unwary ; it is contrary to American principles and practices. Glve us
honest men and women for our immigrants and the educational problem
will not stagger us. Mr, President, hopefully and pronouncedly we
ask for your veto. -

Representative GoLoroGLe. Mr. President, I regret that I will not
be able to yield as much time as I should like to the many prominent

and distinguished gentlemen that come from the city of New York,
I present, Mr. President, Mr. Oswald Villard, of the Néw York Evening
Post, to whom I yield four minutes.

Mr. Vitrarp. Mr. President, on behalf of the Friends of Russian
Freedom, our national society, and as the son of an immigrant o
came to this country as a result of the revolution in the Palatinate
in 1848, in which three members of his family earned the highest
sentence for treasom, I desire earnestly to protest against the cxelu-
sion by the bill under consideration of aliens who advocate or teach
the unlawful destruction of property, against the provision of section
19, that any who within five years after entry 1 be found advertis-
ing or teac llzﬁ the unlawful destruction of property shall be deported ;
and against the last paragraph of section 28, subjecting to fine and
lm&)risonment. or both, as for a mlsdemeanor, anyone who knowingly
alds or assists any such alien to cnter the United States.

These prohibitions against those advertising or teaching the unlawful
destruction of property, contained in the present law, mark a new and
important departure in our national policy. Those who advocate or
teach the unlawful destruction of property are to be exeluded: but
advocate how? Through books? rough discussion among a small
company of friends? This comes too near continuing the foll
already in the immigration law of leglslatlni against a state of min
a{m[nst those.who believe in polygamy, or, like Prince Kuropotkin, pos-
gibly, In no organized government. Mr. President, I myself am
never in favor of force to settle any difference of opinion between
individuals or nations, and neither are the officers of t organizatio
which inclndes some of the most persistent workers in the cause o
E&ace that we have in thts'countlg. such as Bishop Greer, George

ennan, Seth Low, Louis Marshall, Hamilton Holt, Paul Kennedy, and
others; but in the opinion of the bulk of humanity force often must
be applied to brllég about reform in lands where no adequate provi-
gion is made for the peaceful declaration of the gogumr will, efore
and since our Boston “tea pa " the annals of history are full of
cases where advertising and teaching the unlawful destruction of prop-
erty have led men and women to come to freedom, to democracy, and
to a better common life, As IODF as forcible revolution is regarded as
legitimate the world over, it would be monstrous to say that we should
deny an asylum to foreigners who might sit together on our territory
and dream dreams of tyrants’ yokes broken at home and foreign despots
driven from their shores. 8hall we set a premium upon the spy and
the Informer? Shall we brand the exiled patriot as one to be watched,
because, sitting in his room with his family about him, he may talk
over possible deeds of arms? Perish the thought. The shades of a
thousand revolutionists—men like Blangui, Sigel, and Carl Schurz—
would rise to protest. Plotting for f om is precisely what has
always been done in this country and in England.

Representative GoLorocLE. Mr. President, I yield four minutes to
the former lientenant governor of the State of New York, the Hon.
Robert F. Wagner, who represents, among other institutions, the
Tammanly Boelety, or Columbian Order, a society which was formed
for patriotic purposes and has stood for liberty and freedom for over
a hundred years.

Mr. WAGNER. Mr. Presldent, perhaps I can get through In less than
four minutes; but I have the honor, as chalrman of a subcommittee
appolnted by the executlve committee of the Tammany Hal organiza-

on of the county of New York, to present this resolution for your
consideration, in ,which we express our opposition to this measure,
and %lsott]he hope that you will disapprove it. [Handing paper to the
FPresldent.

There was one thought that came to me, Mr. President, while this
discussion was goh& on, and that is, What Is the matter with our
country mow that this extraordinary literacy test should be imposed
ugon our Immigrants? In the city of New York we have a I.lrﬂmlation
80 per cent of which consists either of foreign born or the children of
foreign bornm, and yet I submit that we have one of the greatest cities,
if not the greatest city in the world, and our illiteracy rate is lower
to-day than it ever was in the history of our country. We have there
a free coll the College of the City of New York—with which your
Excellency i1s no doubt well acquainted, and of which I have the honor
to be a graduate. And, by the way, i am a foreigner—a foreigner in
the sense that I was born In a foreign country and came here as a
58“; boy. Imn the College of the City of New York we have at least

per cent children of foreign born, and of that 90 per cent, I take it,
40 per cent at least are the children of illiterate foreigners who have
come to our country to seek freedom and an opportunity to work out
an existence under hnptp!er conditions. Now, no one, it seems to me,
can contend, in view of this experience within our own cttf, that this
toreliner, illiterate though he may be, is & menace to our institutions.
On_the contrary, he is interested in them; he works in our industries
to help build nl: our industries; and wants to give his children the best
education possible, so that he may, if possible, become part of our
institutions.

S0 we feel that this proposed law is un-American ; it is undemocratic ;
it is in violation of the fundamental Erlnciples upon which our Govern-
ment was built; and we feel that If this literacy test should be imposed
at this time it is not a test of character, it is not a test of Intellect, for
illiteracy does not necessarily mean Ignorance; nor does it mean that
the individual will not be useful in the community where he may re-
sides; and it will deprive our country In the future of men the like of
whom in the past have helped to bulld us up and make us great.

In conclusion let me just say this: There are a number of refugees,
no doubt, who will seek our shores just at this time, when their country
is in turmoil apd strife, where they &re being oppressed, and they want
to come to this count‘rg because we are enjoying peace and happiness
x[lgd tl:rothe]rly love, and largely due, entirely due, to your own efforts.

auvse,

ﬁle)pmentattve GOoLDFOGLE, Mr. President, I present Mr. Louls Mar-

sghall, president of the American Jewish Committee, and yield to him
seven minutes.

Mr, MARSHALL, Mr, President, this Is the third time that an imm}-
ﬁgation bill containing a literacy test has been presented to the Presl-

nt of the United States for consideration and action—first to I'resi-
dent Cleveland, who vetoed it in a vigorous message; next to President
Taft, who vetoed it; and now it is presented to your Excellency.

I feel that If this bill, as now prepared, should become a law it would
be taking a step backward in our American civilization. It would make
a declded change in the policy of our Government. Our Nation, which
has been in the past the asylum of the oppressed of all countries, would
no longer possess that Proud distinction which has made it the home
and cradle of liberty. The literacy test has been evolved after man
years of labor on the part of the restrictionist as the touchstone whic!
ghall determine whether or not an Immigrant shall be recelved into this
country.
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The arguments which have been presented hereby DProf. Fairchild and
T'rof. Ross are not arguments in favor of the literacy test, but in faver
of the prohibition of imm tion altogether. 1 have heard no argu-
ment presented by them which in any way indicates that the literacy
test has any value whatsoever. Those who are op to its adoption
‘and to restriction are not so unpatriotic as to say that our deors should
be kept o to ‘the jmmoral, to the defective, to the insane, to those
who would be 2 menace to our country. As good cltizens, -we subscribe
to the prineciple that onr Government has the right to out those
who by virtoe of their bad character or other equally undesirable quali-
ties should not be admitted. But before we adopt a test of exclusion
it is important to understand whether that test means anything;
whether it tests anything. After all, what do we want in this count'ryi
‘We want men and women—men and women of character, of prineiple ;
people who are industrious and who are willing to devote their energies
to the upbunilding of the country.

The gentlemen who are in favor of this test seem to act on the theory
that this is a country in which we have the right to be selective, to
divide people into groups, and say, * You shall come, and you shall not
come " ; " you from eastern Europe must be exclude&: we are perfectly
willlog to take you from western Eum&e:s‘t‘ But that is un-American,
and that would be injurious to the interests of this ecountry.
This is a land of immigrants. Two huondred years ago there were very
few people in this country, and all who were here were immigrants at
that time. In 1790 there were about three and a half million people in
the United States, and a very large percentage of these peog)le were
immigrants. We have now grown, in the last 125 years, from 3,500,000
‘to mearly 100,000,000, and a very large percentage of those are the
children of immigrants or immigrants themselves. 1 dlso have the
proud distinetion of being the son of immigrants, and I feel, from my
acquaintance ‘with immigrants from my earliest days, which 1 have
continned down to the present moment, that there is no better part of
our population than that which has eome to this eountry from foreign
lands during the past 80 years, and who are coming day after day, when
the spirit moves them to come, and to cast their lot with the welfare
of this country.

Now, Mr. President, what is there in this literacy ‘test which is of the
slightest wialoe. Does it Indieate that because n man can read these
cabalistic 30 or 40 lines which are to be presented to him under condi-
tions of excitement and stress—that if the man can read them he is to
be admitted, and if he can not read them he is to be rejected? Does
that indieate that the man has character, ability, intelligence? 1 have
kmown college graduates who have been able to speak six !anguug:s
and who starved in each of those six languages. [Laughter.] They
were unable to make a living, I have known graduates from the Sor-
bonne and from Heidelberg and from Cambridge amd from Oxford who,
in this country, lived on thelr wits and were a menace and an injury
to this country. Those who belleve that people ‘who preach against
American institutions are an injury to this country will find that
among them those who are most able in their denunciation of constitu-
tional governmant are those who are highly edueated and who would
not be excluded from this country because of their lack of the ability to
read and to write. [Applause,] - :

tepresentative GoLprocLE. Mr. President, T yicld two minutes to Mr.
Alexander 1. O'Rourke, of New York.

Afr. O'ROUREE. Mr. President, in the two minutes T 'have to be brief,
I am going to assume, sir, that your mind as yet has not been made up,
either to sign or veto this bill, because, iIf it were, you would not eall
this meeting to discuss it. 1 am going to assume, secondly, gir, that
prior to tyour election as governor of the State of New Jersey you, by
reason of your great associa with the intellectuanl institutions of this
econntry, had come to believe, as 1, as a graduate, that the education of
the people of this country is to be desired. But there is a literacy test

osed here, sir. Literacy does not make for the good of this Nation ;
and while we are discussing, Mr, President, the literncy of our people,
we are forgetting the fundamental prineiples npon which this country
was founded. The colonists said, when they founded this country, that
a man was entitled to life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness. This
Nation has stood as a beacon light to all ‘the nations of world, su'lv-
ing that here all peoples, of all classes, irrespective of education, should
‘have the op rtun%ﬂ to pursue the happiness that they believed th‘:{v
were entitled to. ey came from lands wherein they were persecuted.
Religion, politics, and other things drove them here, and they came here
thankful to this country for offering them an asylum; thankful to this
country, whose foundation principles, upon which ‘it was built, granted
them this place as an asylum. herefore they came here awith hearts
open to us; and we, the sons of these immigrants, realizing what this
country has done for our o}nrents. are prepared to sacrifice everything
for this country because its goodness to our rgm‘ents and because of
the advantages it has given to us. In the words of the psalmist, the
immigrant and his son will say to yom, , “I1f we forget ‘thee, O
Columbla, may our tongues cleave to the roofs of our mouths and our
right hands forget their cunning.” [Applause.]

Representative Gororocre. Mr, President, I present former Jndge
Teon Sanders, of New York City, president of the Hebrew Sheltering
Immigrant Ald Society. 1 yield to him three minutes.

Alr. BaANpERS. Mr, President, as a Russian by birth, an immigrant by
:-ntu;;ulsltm. and an American by choice, I am here to-day in the name
of the Independent Order of B'rith Abraham, a fraternal organization
that has 200,000 puyinf members, and as president of the Hebrew
Sheltering Immigrant Aid Society, an or zation which spentls con-
siderable sums of money for the Americanization of Jewlsh immigrants,
and for the purpose of preventing congestion in the larger cities, to pro-
test against this attempt that is being made in the passage of this im-
niigration bill before you for consideration, to reverse the time-honored
policy of this Nation. We believe that the greatness of this country has
been produced in a large measure, and almost in every respect, by the
immigrants who have sought opportunities here denied to them at home,
Many have come here fleeing from religious persecution; others have
come here fleek from political persecution. Whatever their motives
have been, they have come here and have assimilated with Amerieans ;
have taken part, in time of Ecuce. in boilding up this Nation to what it
is: and have been every ready to shed their bleod whenever this Nation
called them to the front.

Mr. ident, not enly is there an attempt to adopt the literacy ‘test
but there is something new injected into the law, of which even the Iaw-
makers themselves who have passed it are unable to explain the mean-

. “Persons of constitutional psychopathic inferiority * are to be
sent back. [Lauﬁhter.] I have looking carefully over all the
medical books: I have consulted men of sclence, men who have given
this subject eareful thought, and not one was able to give me a defini-
tion. How are we minf to expect an inspector, g perhaps $1,200
a year, to define this beauntiful sentence, upon the strength of which

people abandoning their homes abroad are to be sent back perha

R T e D e
: . Alr, sident, I yield one minute to m

eio:)lll_eague, Hon. Georce W. LoFr, Representative from the State of Neé

Representative Lorr. Mr, President, I come before you with 179,000
names [handing a petition to the president] of cltizens of the Stats of
New York, of men who are the hicads of families, 'We give you this
.31::;1]: seﬂ;nt we show you now and ask you to veto this measurc. [Ap-

Hepresentative Gonprocue, Mr. President, I -

M;ENEBBMHH.-}? 5 1\11,"—""' t};m’k' t, I yicld one minute to AMr,
alr, Lravy, Mr. President, in erder to aveéid repetition T have taken
Uiy Ao, et Thtseng 8 pesilo S Sreent)
A LE. Mr, { ent, - one-hal n
SIS e f e

Mr, . Mr. President, on f of a quarter of
organized Jewish working men and women I to qremt thoig .f?tﬂgﬂ
that it would be detrimental to the interests of tq:ls country to have
this bill restricting immigration passed. I beg to call your attention to
the fact that the standard of living has been raised within the last 35
Yyears considerably, sinee the bulk of immigration from Europe has
started, and If anything can lay elaim to that it is organized labor, and
grouiiaed Aahor 1o rila seouatey. c consists greatly of immigrant labor.

on of Lab &

mif e%lll'::;e E&“ﬂ as (anm ['Apﬂlnusﬁi] SR cxRalats b da

11y v LDFOGLE, Alr, esldent, through the kindn

my colleagne [Mr. SaparH], I have been yielded just a few mlt:flte%f
R e e

o say that while much has expressed in ess 1

those who favored restriction as to the desire to exclude the Ifl:teratoy,

the great city of New York, part of which I have the honor to repre-

sent, ‘has never been afraid of the immigration oblem -over there,

We realize In that great eity, as I think the people rougout the whole

country realize, that many of the illiterates who have eome to this

country have, as has Deen remarked this morning, made a desirable

acquisition in the communities in which they settled, and through the

mtﬁ.:ns gﬂgltt ?;:;dcﬁgcnuonai mxrt):‘l?gtltpns baa& opportunities presented in

ve been ena’ o obtain an education

become worthy and desirable eitizens, BIOR, s A1 e

We realize, as 1 think {ycm «{do, Mr. President, that there are many of
the t resources of this country still to be developed. The hand of
toll Is still necessary. The American farm boy, as has Dbeen so fre-
guently remarked, has left the farm, has been lured to clties and towns,
and we still need the hand that will work In the tilling and the eulti~
vation of the =oil, the tunneling of the mountains, the bullding of the
railroads, the doing of the thousand and one things that are required
in the development of the great resources of the land,

Now, if you examine, as unguestionably the departments under you
have examined, the records of the savings banks and the other institu-
tions of this country, you will find that the immigrants have -added
to the welfare and contributed to the IPros ty of the land. ‘1 wish
to say on behalf of the great city of New York, and on behalf of the
many institutions of wihich 1 am a member and a director, that we
emphatically protest agminst the fmposition of this lteracy test. We
belleve it ‘to be unjust; we belleve it to be unfair; it is undemoeratic;
It is un-Amerlean. [Applause,

Representative Samarm, Mr. sident, in hehalf of the peaple of the
great city of Chicago, with its many civie and soeclal organizations, 1
have the great pleasure of presenting Miss Grace Abbott, [Applause,]

Miss Appory. Mr, President, it seems to be necessary to present one's
forbears as a part of the introduction. T want to sa{“tlmt I come of
Puritan and Quaker stock, and come here representing a very large
p of old native Americans, who believe that the present test is a
step backward in American ideallsm. I am aware that a great deal
of the discussion in regard to this test is based on the narrow ground
of race and religious ghrejudice. That, I take it, is unnecessary to
discuss here; but that the advocates of the literacy test shonld believe
in it because they think that a curtaliment of the number of those who
are coming will be of assistance In the solution of a freat many of
our difficult social and politieal and economic problems is the question
%lllag 1I t\anm!; especially to speak on this morning in the few minutes

a \ave,

At the first conferenee of charities and corrections which 1 ever
attended, a young sanitary engineer who had been making a siudy of
typhoid fever in the city of Pittsburgh had made the discovery, he
thonght, that hold fever and similar epidemies usually began in our
foreign neighbor! s, and spread from there to other parts of the
eity. His conclusion further was (amd I do not want to vouch for
anything exce his line of reasoning) that this was due to the fact
that the imm t was accustomed to a purer water supply at home

the native American, who represented a sort of suevival of the
fittest, so far as the struggle against impure water was concerned.
His further concluslon was that in the interests of ?uhl!c health in
Pittsburgh and other citles with 1 foreign populatlon we ought to
be able to work out some kind of test by which we could exclude those
who were llable to fall victims to impure water, and so .protect the
Ameriean public. [Laughter.]
vow, tha , of course, the general line of reasonlng of those who
are discouraged at the slow progress that we are making in the line of
ure ‘water, to the better industrial and social conditions, and n more
iealthful and mormal life for us all. *They find the discouragement
in the way of pure water In Plttsburgh more than they ean face, per-
hapg, and so they say, * Well, let us get rid of some of the group that
are suffering from this -situation.” Ti.at is, of eourse, a kind of short
cnt which is mot going to help us In those problems in which I am
more interested than any other; those which mean better control of
the conditions under which men and women work, better wages, and
better living conditions all :around. It is therefore Pertectly futile to
devote ourselves to this test in the expectation that we are going to
change the large group of the people the community who are op-
osed to better living conditions for the workingman and better wages

r the workingman. The presence of the immigrant Is not responsible
for that attitude of mind. And so it seems to me , throughout,
the discussion of the guestion of a literacy test brings us round to the
questibn of where we should devote our strength and our efforts and
onr ‘hopes ; and it is not in this directio:

I want to say that I feel very etrongly that the Immigrants who
are coming nnd who have come in the past have been very distinctly
a democratic asset. We have pronounced to the world certain b
fundamental propositions in regard to the equality of rights an
opportunities. To those we are only stru%llug to live n& little by
little. But the last arrival who comes in the expectation that we are
going to make good in these directlons has been a real democratic
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asset that is going to help us to live up to the larger ideals that we
have preached to the world, and which I, as one of the earlier ones,
want to join with him in making a mllfy. [Agplam]

Representative Sapars. Mr. President, in behalf of mple that have
good and law-abiding citizens, in behalf

Fmd 1 desilre to present Father John
eszczy, representing the olish-Ameriean Catholic Union.

Father Sosieszczy. Mr. President, I will not take much time, for
all the arguments pro and con are known to all those who are inter-
ested. Baot still, with all those arguments, just because we appre-
clate and love this oountlg and this Government, and everything
has made the name of the United States so glorious amongst the nations,
volelng the sentiments of the organization that I represent, numberin,
80,000, and at the same time volcing the sentiments of all the Pol

ple, who for the most are a laboring class, 1 protest and pro-
est strongly against this literacy test; for it is unjust, unfair, nndemo-
cratic; and we believe it alms at the foundations of American liberty
and lli)ernllty. [Applause.]

Representative SamaTH. Mr. President, the Polish citizenship of this
country ls represented here by Mr. Adam 8. Gregorowics, representing
the Polish National Alllance of America.

Mr. GrEcorowicz. Mr. President, on behalf of the Polish National
Alliance, which aggregates about 125,000 members, I coneur in every-
thing that has been sald agalnst the literacy clause, and In addition,
without taking up much time I would llke to lay stress ggon one argu-
ment that has appealed to me very forecibly and which I have not
heard mentioned here by anyone present, and that Is this: That while
this literacy clause strikes the man who can not read and write,
although he mn{ be healthy and otherwise admissible, the same law
pars out his children and the children's children, and thereby dooms
them to suffer the conditions from which the parents sought to escape;
and it is therefore legislation against one 5eneratlun to the prejudice
of the descendants of that generation, while the mentally we and
unfit aliens are ba out under other conditlons of the law. Their
descendants have in no way the same chance as the descendants of
healthy immigrants who would be excluded.

1 have also been asked by another Polish delegation which is here—
and 1 suppose they will not have the opportunity to express them-
selves—the re&resentatlvcs of the Polish American Citizens’ League
{:t tPennsylvan » to reglister thelr protest agalnst thls proposed literacy
est.

demonstrated that they are
g‘rijeop!e that have made

Representative SaBaATH. 1 have a petition here which I desire to
present to you, Mr. Presldent. [Handing a paper to the President.]

Now r. President, Xcrmit me to present to you the resentative
of the Polish Women’s Alliance of Ameriea, Miss Nariﬂeralsk .

Miss NAPIERALSKI Mr. President, this I deem will be the greatest
honor of my life. As an American born, it Is the first and perhaps the
last privilege to come before the President of the United States and
before a large body of learned men, and because my time Is limited I
will confine myself to just a few words.

Mr. President, the mother of one of the greatest Presidents in Ameri-
can history signed her name with the sign of the cross, and yet her
son was the greatest emancipator of man, whose memory is sacred to
all of us—Abraham Lincoln, [Applause,] As the representative of
the Polish women of America I have come here to protest against this

ust, un-American, and unconstitutional bill.
thank you, Mr. President. [Afglam‘]

Representative SABaTH. Mr, President, my time has been taken away
by others, therefore I am deprived of the pleasure of presenting to you
other gentlemen who are here to address you. But permit me to say
that in behalf of the Bohemlan and other foreign-born people of Chicago
and of Illinois and in behalf of the foreign-language newspapers of the
United States I am asking that you should veto this bill. They have

uested me to do so. I regret very much that 1 am deprived of the

rivilege of calling u}wn them, but I am dolng the very best I can.

y time is up, and I hope that you will take into consideration the
plea of these millions of honest foreign-born cltizens who are hoping
that youn will veto this unfair bill.

Representative GALLIVAN, Mr. Pregident, as the closing speaker for
the protestants against the pending legislation I desire to introduce,
for the 15 minutes left to us, the Hon. W. Bourke Cockran, of New
York. [App!amd

Mr. CockraN., May it g!om your excellency : Listening here to every-
thing that has been sald sgince the opening of this discussion, I think
I may assume there is one point on which we will all agree, and it is
that the policy which this pending measure alms to abandon—nay,
comgl)ﬁtely to reverse—is as old as this Natlon itself. I do not think
anybody wlll dispute that it has been the distinctive polley of this
country, and if it is to be judged by the results that it has produced
I do pot think any in the history of mankind has ever been go tri-
nm{:hmtly vindleated, Certainly nobody can d.is%ule that during the
ger od of its enforcement, now stretching over 125 yoars, this country

as reached a measure of prosperity entirely without precedent in
human experience. But at fhe same time the influence that it has
exercised throughout the world has been gimply inecalculable. I do
not think it Is an exaggeration to say that the light of hope it has
kindled among the oppressed and the suffering in every quarter of the

lobe has been a constellation in the firmament of civilization that
as worked the chief influence in accomplishing the :Flift in human
conditions that has marked thls last century beyond all the centuries

that have preceded.

And yet, Mr. President, I Euits agree with the gentlemen who have
spoken here. DPerhaps I woul even further and say that the merlts
of this measure should be considered entirely by the effect it will ghro-
duce on this country. Your Em:eilenc’y and the other officers of this
Government are bound to defend the Interests of this land. To that
you have sworn. You are gledged to loyalty; you are not pledged to
anything else. If the effect of this measure shall be beneficent to all
the world we may rejoice at the universal good that it works. But
though It should benefit every man In every other country throughout
the world, if it should work Injur¥ to our own cltizens its abandon-
ment and its reversal, Erompt and immedlate, becomes a duty that Is
fmperative and Inescapable.

ow, that belng so, Mr. President, I ask your attention for a moment
to the character of the arguments that are being advanced here In
favor of the bill, for I th ou will agree with me that where a
policy unbroken since the establishment the country, whose benefits
nobody here goestions, Is sought to be reversed the affirmative lies
with the proponents of the measure. I have followed very ecarefu
everything that hns been said here, and I can find not a single evil tha
has actuilly occurred to this country which is charged a st the Im-
migration. The most vehement of the orators on the other side, and the
most elu:}uent. anticipate dangers from it, but none has gointed to a
single evil consequence yet. For I take It that the distinguished

scientist In lunacy who told us about the spread of insanity tm“%‘-
out the world does not charge that to immigration. But even if he
did, a literacy test would be no particular measure by which we could
determine whether a man was elther or a?Eroachl.ng lunacy.
[Laughter.] 1 take It that may be conside negligible,

Nowinl am repea that we must consider the measure solely from
the point of view of Its Influence upon this country. I want also to
state that the proponents and the opponents of this bill have no issue
as to the precautions which should taken against the exclusion of
the undesirable; that is to say, of the viclous, of the incapable, or of
the diseased. ere are no measures sufficiently drastic to suif us in
that res But, on the other hand, we lieve that men and
Women borlous, meritorious, virtuous—seeking thls soil for the
chance to cultivate it loyally, anxious to establish homes under the

rotection of our flag ami to rear their children in reveremce for our

onstitutlon and our laws, far from bei.ng a danger, actual or poten-
tial, to this country, are the most valuable contributions to its well-
belng that can pass ihrous‘h our seaports. [Agplause.]

Now, Mr. President, let us test just what the effect of this measure
will be. First, I assume that the literacy test can be disregarded as a
serious test in itself, Its faﬂrfnm is to shut out Immigration. As one
of the speakers saild, It e most efective method that can be
employed. The gentleman who represents the Locomotive Brotherhood

I do not think was particularly sensitive about the liter quality of
these immigrants. ﬁe wants ghem shut out because 3050, bo s): :s
I think he described them, expected your Exceliency to do it
Laughter.] Now let us see what the effect of that woulﬁ be.. As far

as the literacy test Is concerned I will say this: That from what vour
Excellency has heard, I do not think thagdyou would regard with ypar-
ticular favor a measure that distinguished against the laborious and
in favor of the loguacious. [Laughter.] I do not think that the lit-
emc{ test in itself proves nnr merit whatever except a certain glibness
of utterance which might well be dispensed with In favor of expertness
in labor. I belleve that a calloused hand, a band calloused by labor,
shonld be a better passport through our customhouse than a to -]
supple In several lm:s'uaﬁs. I do not think this country need.snﬁ\ilx-
sts; I do think it rfren ¥y needs laborers.

Now, in addition, the labor of the country is, I suppose, really at the
base of the opposition which comes from gentlemen who are asso-
clated with organized labor, I am perfectly willing that the conse-
quences of continulng immigration shall be determined by its influence
on the rate of wages to be paid to labor. I know of no test t can
establish the prosperity of the country except wages of labor. Now,

pro-

then, it is absolutely unbellevable thaf wages can be

duction is abundant, and that production can be abundant unless pros-
perity is general. ow, how would this affect labor? These gentle-
men seem to think that every man who comes to this country displaces
somebody else. They forget the entire structure of our mdustrisﬂ SyS-
tem. No man can work except as somebody gives him an o rt\mfty,
to work. The man who casts seed upon a western field wou%go be per-
fectly senseless unless he employed another man to reap, another to
transport his grain, another mill it, and etill another to distribute
it among the consumers. Would there be any sense in mining ore
from the earth if other laborers were not employed to transport it and
transmute it Into steel ? ery man who works creates an opportunity
for labor instead of depriving it of an opportunity, and thag is espe-
cially true with reference to skilled labor. ow, wonder if these
gentlemen realize that skilled labor can not be employed upon the
earth, but only on some product of it, and that product must be drawn
from the earth by u lled labor. Can the carpenter ply his trade
before he is furnished with lumber, and can he be rurnislgcg with lum-
ber until the tree is ent down by the hand of an unskilled workman ?
Can a bricklayer be paid $6 a day for Emt;;ick If some unskilled
workman is not found to carry his bricks anybody sup, he
could be paid at that rate If he had to carry his own bricks? Is there
any skilled laborer in the world that can work until the raw material
of his product is furnished to him as the theater in which his craft
must be exercised? Yes; the immigrant does displace the native labor,
for this basie labor must be employed before any industry is possible.
The i t performs that basic labor which is the fountain of all
industry., He does displace the natlve laborer there; but how? He
takes the native laborer on his back and lifts him up to a higher plan
where he i?ts better wnﬁe. [Applause.] And as the immigran
straightens himself under the influence of the better conditions he is
enjoylng he is lifting the native skilled labor higher and ever higher,
to better conditions and higher wages.

Mr. President, what other objection is made to this policy that
would justify us now in abandoning it? Why, withont this stream of
immigrants co in here the supply of commodities would be so
diminished that not merely wonld led labor be deprived in a large
degree of the materials on which it exercises its eraft; but generally,
throughout the whole world, there would be a diminution of the sup-
pl{i commodities, so that the cost of lhrm% would 'lgo still higher,
while rate of wafes would necessarily go lower. his work mus
be performed or all industry must end; and this laborer, this immi-
Fra.nt, is coming here in streams to perform it so that the native
aborer may gain higher wug:es. He is, Mr. President, the Helot of
this age. As the Helot of Sparta gained admission to citizenship by
service on the battle field, he comes here to gain citizenship for his
children and for himself by more meritorious service still upon the
Industrial fleld.

Now, is there any objectlon on the score of political expediency?
If there be corruption in politics thmi:gmut this conntry—and very
g;:at corruption has been found in certain localitles—theg have not

n those where naturalized citizens were in the eat majority.
But, Mr. President, this is not a question of citizenship; this is a
uestion of admisston to our population. You speak of tests that should
ge applied to a man coming into this country, and you say that he must
be brought up to the test you exact from your own. t me ask, Is
any test exac?ed at the ballot box, where the supreme act of soverelgnti
{8 exerclsed by the eitizen? Do youn exclude men from that greatest o
all functions that have ever yet devolved upon the common man bhe-
cause they can not read and write? You are here trying to apply a
higher test to the man who comes here to work for you than you
apply to the man who governs you. Mr. President, there may be some
reasons for applying a literacy test to the exercise of the suffrage.
That is not ore US NOW. ut the man who comes here to work
with his hands must produce more than he consunmes, otherwise thera
would be no profit in emp!n{ln{z him. He is n contributor to this lan
to its material rnu[l)el'lty o its wealth, and, I believe, judged by al
histo to its s¥ah11 ty. He takes from it in return the admission to
this life, the greatest boon that can come to & man upen this earth.
There i{s not an unreserved grant on either side, There is service on
both sides; and that mutual service has produced what? This people,
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Will any of those professors who are so miuch afraid of the Influence
of these immigrants upon our labor tell us that there is a people in all
the world can compare with us now? And what are we? Why,
the product of a commingling of blood—those who live here and those
who are constantly com[nti ere, There has not been in the world a
population like this, and this population is produced through that free
access o 1 members of the Cancasian race and the commingling of
their blood. They are always the best who come, for none t the
best would be capable of the determination and the enterprise that
would bring them away from home, sacrificing the assoclations of a life-
time and of the generations that p ed them, facing all the discom-
forts of an ocean vofuge landing upon this soll with nothing in the
world but the capacity fo labor. hey are the men that we want,
We can not have too many of them. We should not put the slightest
barrier in their wag but we should ask them to come, that this stream
of prosperity of w {ch !:he:;1 have been in a large degree the source, of
which they have been in the highest degree the tributaries, shall con-
tinue undiminished while this land remains peopled by us and by those
who shall follow us.

Mr. President, I might almost say that it would be a very extraordi-
nary thing that this measure should be pmgosed if it were not, after
all, but another appearance of a tendency old as human nature,

The spirit that is against this immigration onder this bill is one form
of a conflict that has il wag“ﬂf ever since civilization began, It Is a
blow aﬁalnst our civilization. r. President, there are but two forms
of clvilization. One might be called the civilization that trusts human-
ity, the other that distrusts it; one that bullds institutions under the
conception that if all men be given equal voice in the control of the Gov-
ernment its powers will be exercised for the protection of everyone,
and the other which holds man so depraved that if he be trusted with
power it will be abused ; so that the majority—the poor, who are always
a majority—would exercise their politleal functions to plunder the rich,
who are always a minority. These two systems of civilization have been
now on trial re the world. Ours is vindlcated by the most glorious
fruits that a political system ever bore, and It is now sought to change
the policy of this country and enact this legislation, conceived in dis-
trust and dislike of humanity. BSubstitute for that legislation a broad
confidence in human kind that has blessed this land as no land ever was
blessed before. It.1s, Mr. President—and I say it with all respect to
these gentlemen, for I do not think they guite suspect themselves the
real motives and forces that govern them—It is a revival of that
gavagery which finds a strong exemplification in the desperate war now
ravaging foreign lands, This,too, springs from that distrust of human-
ity which made each nation arm, under the impression that all other
nations coveted its territory, and could only be restrained from assailing
it by the force that could be organized to resist it. This couniry con-
dnce its Government on another plan, and now behold, all the coun-
tries that took armed precaution against war, based upon distrust of
humanity, are belng massacred by a dreadful machinery which alread
has cost the lives of the flower of their Eouth: and this country, whic
has trusted entirely in that spirit of umanltiy tnat will not assalil
unless it Is assail and that will trust where it Is trusted, is now in
the enjoyment of perfect peace and of a prosperity, not equal to that
which was its own when it traded freely with the countries whose indus-
tries were throttled, but still without a single building ruined, without
a single city attacked, without a fleld rav , without a man killed,
Now, the very same spirit that is back of this bill wants that policy
abandoned, sir. Nay, they want to put your office in commission. They
propose to create a commission of nine to give the Congress and the
people information about our armed condition, because we are unpre-
pared. But the Constitution makes you the authority who should fur-
nish that information, and It creates that authority that the peace of
the world may be preserved. And you have been falthful to that trust,
You have stood agalnst every storm of criticism that would be calecu-
lated to move even a man in your exalted place. The same splrit has
checked that manifestation, and inslsts that this country shall remain
unarmed, following out ti old licy at least until it can seen
whether the result of this war will enable the world to come and a.dget
ours, before we should even consider being driven to adopt theirs. [
earnestly hope that this spirit of distrust exemplified in this bill shall
be defeated, and that those features of yonrtﬂ)ollcy which this and other
measures propose to change, and which I think are the most valuable
that this country has ever enjoyed in a great crisls of eivilization, shall
be upheld. The defeat of this measure will mark the triumph of our
civillzation, the security of this Government, the continued stream of
immigration that will feed the springs of our production and continue
our prosperity at least at the level that it has attained, and probably
carry it higher than ever; whereas if this measure passes, it not onl
will impair our prosperity, not merely cloud our credit, but it will
darken the prospects of humanity throughout the world.

Mr. President, I am Fl&d that I can couple the prayer of humanity
with the demands of this people. This people have a right to ask that
a policy tried by 125 years of success shall not be lightly altered. The
whole human family look with eyes of unuttered longing to the action
that you shall take here, and which shall decide whether this light of
hope shall be extinguished forever, an extinction which I believe would
be a loss to humanity greater even than the war that is now ravaging
a large part of Christendom. [Applause.]

Mr. EpwarDp T, CAHILL. Mr. President, I desire to present, as a eiti-
zen of the United States, my plea for the nations of Euro?e and their
children. [Handing a book to the President.] I feel that in present-
ing this as a citizen I am reechoinpi the sentiments that you reecho.
Only those can speak who can feel. In this argument I tell the history
. of the alien laws; I tell the pi'rowtll of our country as illustrated in

your own acts and your own history; I connect that with our present
acts down to clate‘1 and brinf out & new theory, namely, the r %].lt of
locomotion, ete.—the right of the people to move from one place to an-
other; and I furthermore bring out all the treaties with reference to
that and bring out the further ideal, as our friend from New York sald,
of you being the great peacemaker of the world. {Aﬂ)lmse.]
he PrEsSIDENT. There is a gentleman present, a Mr. Russell, whom
1 would like to hear for a minute or two.

Mr, CaHARLES EpWARD RUusseLL. Mr. President, I thank you for kindly
allowlag me to be heard on this subject.

° Some limitation and restriction of immigration is undoubtedly neces-

and salutary. We are opposed to this measure because the pro-
vision of the llteracy test would be unscientific, unsound, and ex-
tremely difficult to enforce. Consequently it would not reach the pur-
poses aimed at In the bill. No provision, perbaps, could be more easily
evaded than the lteracy test.

Next, when there are at least two other tests, two other measures,
that would reach the end sought, and that would not be open to

the objection of the literacy test, is it not unfortunate that we l?ﬁwuld

adopt this test, which is open to objection on so man unds an
which in all probability canpnot be enjtorced? i %
In behalf, therefore, of the Socialist Party, which I represent here,

I offer this protest against the bill, and on one other ground, for
have sat here this momlnﬁ and have been amazed to note that but one -
speaker has called attention to what is, in my judgment, the most
deadly defect in the measure. Are we aware, Mr, President, of the
fact that if this bill becomes a law we have abolished the right of
political asylum in the United States? We bave done it without a
question. ake the provisions in section 12 and in section 28 and the
only effect of them will be to utterly destroy the right of politieal
asylum. Who are we, Mr. President, in this country that we should
pass judgment upon the measures u by patriots in other countries to
effect their liberty? We do that in advance in this provision in regard
to the unlawful destruction of property. It is one thing, Mr. President,
in a country that has universal suffrage, that has the right of free
speech, free assembly, and a free iress, it 1s one thing: but in a
country that has none of these ts with respect to agitation for
liberty it is a totally different thing. Only those who, like myself,
have been engaged in the fight to preserve this right of political asylum
in the Unite tates can know how difficult it has been, and how in-
creasingly difficult. This bill pro s finally to abolish that right.
Are we ready to take that step? hat is the greatest question of all
involved in this bill—the right of political asylum. Bear in mind that
if we had had this bill as a law in years gone by not one of the emi-
nent refugees that have come here in the last century could have been
admitted. Garibaldi, Sigel, John Mitchell, the andfather of the
resent mayor of New York, Carl Schurz, every distinguished refugeo
rom a foreign country who had agitated for political freedom would
have been excluded if this act had been in force. If we put this law
upon the statute books finally, we have abolished that right which has
been so difficult to maintain.

In behalf, therefore, of the 1,000,000 Socialists of this eountry whom
I represent I petition you, Mr. Pregident, to veto this bill. [Applause.]

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. GALLIVAN, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks-in the REcorp.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks
unanimous consent fo extend his remarks in the Recorn., Is
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, to save time, I hope the gentleman
from Alabama will ask that all Members who speak on this veto
message may have permission to extend their remarks in the
RECORD.

Mr. BURNETT. Mr. Speaker, I make that request.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani-
mous consent that all gentlemen who speak on this veto message
be allowed to extend their remarks for five legislative days in
the ReEcorp. Is there objection?

Mr. LINTHICUM. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob-
ject, I would like for the gentleman from Alabama to include
other Members also.

Mr. BURNETT. Mr. Speaker, I make that request, that all
gentlemen be permitted to extend their remarks in the RECORD.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman modifies his request and
asks that all gentlemen have five legislative days in which to
extend their remarks. Is there objection? [After a pause.]
The Chair hears none. If nobody wants to speak—— [Cries
of “Vote!”]

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gen-
tleman from North Dakota [Mr. Norronx]. Mr. Speaker, I will
occupy the floor myself, to be taken out of my time, until Mr.
NorToN is ready to proceed. It is only a matter of getting some
papers,

Mr. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, for more than three centuries
the territory included to-day in these United States has been
a haven toward which the downtrodden, oppressed, and per-
secuted of other lands have turned with wistful, longing eyes.
Thousands of them have braved the most terrifying dangers of
sea and land seeking a home and a better life on this new
continent.

The Government which you men on that side and we or this
side to-day enjoy was conceived in liberty and dedicated to the
cardinal prineiples of equality and unrestricted opportunity
to all men.

For more than a century our Constitution, our laws, and our
people have invited and welcomed immigrants to our shores,
The uneceasing tide of immigration that has flowed from Europe
into this Nation for a hundred years has never endangered or
menaced its stability. On the contrary, it has enabled us to
bring forth to the world out of a wilderness of forests, prairies,
and mountains and “rmly establish on this continent a Nation
incomparably richer in material wealth and richer in the happi-
ness, the contentment, and the’political and religious freedom
of its people than any nation the hand of God has ever blessed.

With this record of national development and achievement
before us under a distinctly American immigration policy, a
policy older on this continent than the Nation itself, the propo-
nents of this bill aim to overturn this policy and adopt instead a
policy of rigid restriction and exclusion which, in its operation,
will debar from admission to this country a large number of
poor and unfortunate, honest, healthy European immigrants and
will not at all tend to keep out the educated gambler, society

AV LR L
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crook, or common rascal who, as an immigrant, comes to us to
live by his wiles and his wits and to become an addition to the
already large number of parasites feeding off the toil and labor
of our honest working class.

The thought impresses me that it would be a very great mis-
take to now place an embargo on willing hands and brawny
muscles. Would it not be much better to increase the efficiency
of our existing methods and machinery for distributing arriving
aliens so that they might readily reach our vast and scattered
demands?

Some of the gentlemen from the South, representing States
where the good red blood of honest, healthy European immigra-
tion is strikingly conspicuous by its absence and where the
greatest illiteracy among native white citizens in this country
is to be found, who are most eager for and insistent upon the
enactment of this legislation, recall to my mind two pictures I
have seen. The first is that of a large lifeboat containing a few
apparently well-cared-for and well-groomed professional men,
business men, and officers struggling in the billowy waters of the
sea. Surrounding the lifeboat are a few poor sailors, with tear-
ful eyes uplifted, beseeching safety in the lifeboat. The occu-
pants of the boat observe the unfortunates in the sea, but give
no aid, because they have concluded that the admission of these
men to the boat might crowd or inconvenience themselves in
some way. The other picture shows the same large lifeboat,
with the same occupants, dashed upon the rocks and being lost
in the angry waves of the sea for lack of sufficient brawn and
muscle to man her oars.

The proponents of the provisions of this bill in a narrowness
of vision seem to have lost sight of the birth, the purposes, and
the history of this Nation. They who to-day set up the cry that
European immigration is the greatest menace to the welfare and
well-being of the people of this Natlon overlook the underlying
prineciples of this Republic. This cry against honest, healthy,
able-bodied immigrants with ready hands and willing hearts to
work is not a new cry. It is the same old, narrow, self-centered,
selfish complaint that was made by narrow-visioned Americans
even in the days when the Nation was in its infancy. In the
gecond annual report of the managers of the Soclety for the
Prevention of Pauperism in New York City, published in 1819,
we read the following conclusions:

As to the emigrants from foreign countriesh:lhe managers are com-

ﬂued to k of them in lan f astonishment and apprehension.
rough this inlet pauperism tens us with the most overwhelming
consequences,

On page 21 of the same report we find this calamitous com-
plaint ;

For years and. generations will Europe continue to send forth her
surplus population., The w‘lnds and thﬂ watgel will brin needy thou-
sands to our seaports and this clty contlnne t 8£ arrival,
Over this subject we ean no longer slumber. u.l.l we behol
contaglon sprea and expanding with the most inveterate ra.vnges
tl;: ranks 1 our th?ms popglxl;tion without er:!q.?n\; - dg B

TOEress 8 [DAsSs 0 Bu mnitl-
fled with cﬁ:rsdv- and our children, l131:::101!.!:{;1“1 'theIm habits aid their
rinciples without an effort on our pa.rt to stay impending calamity?
gv’hy attempt to exclude the ra of slckness and disease and
the fatal ravages of moral desola: on to stalk in triumph among us?

We read from an article published in 1835 entitled “ Imminent
Dangers to the Institutions of the United States of America
Through Foreign Immigration”:

Then we were few, feeble, and mttera‘.l Now we are numerous,
strong, and concentrated, en our accesslons of immigration were

real accessions of strength from the ranks of the learned and th
from enlightened me fc and artisan and lntelilgent hushandf::d'
Now immigration is accession of w ess, from the ignorant vie-
tims of the priest-ridden slaves of Irelxnd and Germanr, or the outeast
tenaptx of the poorhouses and prisons of Europe.

In the report of the meeting of the delegates of the Native
American National Convention held in Philadelphia on July 4,
1845, the following is found in one of the addresses delivered at
the meeting:

It i{s an lncontmverﬂblg troth that the civil Institution the
United States erlca nve been serioua y affected, and tgmt they
now stand in imminen rrom ra’?ng and enormouu increase in
the body of residents o forei ued with foreign teellngu.
and of an ignorant and Immora ch.aracter

n_our coast, and this b

The almshouses of Europe are emptied
a trvial extent, but mtemat{

our own invitation, not casually or
cally and upon a constantly increasing

And so this cry against immigration has been made since
from almost the birth of this Nation to the present time by
those blinded by a narrow selfishness and prejudice, refusing
to read or recognize the pages of our country’s history, that is
so grandly emblazoned with the patriotic deeds and marvelous
achlievements of thousands of immigrants who reached our
shores in deepest poverty and distress, but with the bright hope
burning in their breasts that these United States would give
the honest labor of their hands and their intellects opportunity

to win and enjoy a gquiet and peaceful home and a new and a
better life.

At first the threatened menace of immigration was from
England. Next it was the Irish; then the German immigrant,
who was heralded as endangering American institutions. More
recently the Swede and the Norwegian immigrant was the sub-
Ject of attack as being an undesirable addition to our citizen-
ship. To-day we are told the threatened danger lies in immi-
gration from southern Europe and from Poland and Russia,
While reading in the library a few days ago I came across a
paragraph in an article in the National Geographie Magazine
for November, 1914, which is interesting in this connection.
The National Geographlc Magazine is not, as yon know, a po-
litical magazine. The paragraph I refer to appears on page
519 of the copy of the magazine I hold in my hand.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I shall ask the gentleman rrum
Pennsylvania for a few minutes’ additional time.

Mr. MOORE. I yield two minutes o the gentleman.,

Mr. NORTON. On this page is a picture of an interesting
group of men and women—Russian immigrants to Siberia.
Under the picture is the following:

Buch Eple as these undoubtedly will prove to be the ?rngenitors of
a race ill compare with our own sturdy farmers in the North-
west. A up of-Russian peasants emigrated to Biberla with nething
but the clothes on their ba a little flour, some home-tanned leather,
and a few tools for carpentry and blacksmith Ing. The first day the

two sets of ovens ont of brick theﬁ upmgl ared from a clay hes
near by, and the men burned chareoal e the women made bread.
Within two days after thelr arrival E{ had six blackamith’s forges
going, and inside of 10 days tha:;ﬂhad uilt themselves rude houses,
made wﬁfons, manufactured the dozen, and reshod their
horses, the iron used being torged on the ground.

And the paragraph concludes with—

Yet none of them could read or write,

Has the time arrived in this country when we should debar
men and women of this kind and character from making homes
in this country, which has an area so great that our population
could be increased tenfold, and then it would not be as dense
as the present population of Germany. I do not think it has.
In 1910 we had in the United States but 80.9 people to the
square mile of our area, while Germany has 312 and the
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland 374 to every
square mile of area.

We should not allow our better selves and our better senses
to be blinded by the blare of the supporters of this shocking
measure to the debt we owe to past and present generations
of splendid men and women, who came to us from foreign lands
knowing nothing of education but knowing everything of honest
toll, clean living, and loyal and lasting devotion to their adopted
country. We should not forget our duty to open the door of
hope to every sincere, honest man, whether he knows how to
read or write. We should not pass this bill, for its enactment
into law elenrly places lettered scoundrelism above untutored
industry and virtue

The action of Presldent Wilson in vetoing this bill and the
action of President Cleveland and President Taft in vetoing
immigration bills containing the same indefensible, un-American
provisions included in this bill has been and will be commended
and approved everywhere by those having a proper conception
of American ideals and American aspirations. In returning
the immigration bill without his approval President Cleveland,
in his message to the House of Representatives on March 2,
1897, has well said in reference to the literacy test contained in
the bill, the following which in every way applies to the bill we
are now considering:
is im'“‘“&éﬁ%’mﬁeg&?&"w'é“h“a‘t’?:'w‘;‘i‘&%e?‘:{:‘“%n‘: chme 5o us

er except those whose moral or physical condition or
threatened danger to our national welfare and safe Relying
e zealous wat ess of our people to prevent in u to our

ggﬁum and social fabric, we have encouraged those comin om for-
elgn truitocl.tt&gar lot with us and join In the development of

our vast domain, a share in the blessings of American
citizenship.

A century's stupen g'rowth largely due to the assimilation and
thriﬂ: of lions of patriotlc adopted cltlsens nttests the

generous and tree- anded policy which, w! tardlnﬁ

ngeaplea interests, exa from our lng?ni yants only phyafcl:al
dness and a willingness and abillty work.

tion of the and results of this policy can not fail to

rouse a sentiment in Its ense. for however it might have been re-

garded as an original &:’oﬁfsiuon and viewed as an riment, its

&ccdmpm.hment: are w t if it is to be nprooted at this late day

its lndvantaiu shoul plninly apgr arent and the substitute adopted

and n.dequ rded

shounld ate, om uncertainties, and gua
against cult or oppressive administration,
The policy and purpose of this bill are indefensible. It is

more afrald of illiterate fathers than it is gratified by their
educated children. The last census reports clearly show that
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the smallest proportion of illiterates is found in this country
among the children of our immigrants, Among children of 10
to 14 years of age born of our native white stock 44 in 1,000
can not write. Among the children of our immigrants of the
same age only 9 in 1,000 can not write. This bill looks in a
nearsighted way, very narrowly at the presenf, and is blinded
to the future. It means well, but it acts without foresight or
reason.

Because the literacy test contained in this bill is neither a
test of moral character nor a test of intelligence I shall vote
against the bill. Because I am not blinded to the fact that the
literate children of illiterate immigrants have done many mil-
lion fold more good for this Nation than any harm that has
come to it from immigrants who were unable to read or write I
shall vote against this bill. Because the bill In several of its
provisions is unreasonable, unfair, and un-American I am op-
posed to it, and I hope the action of this House will defeat its
objectional provisions.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has again ex-

ired.
y Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 minutes to the
gentleman from Washington [Mr. JouNsoN].

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, in his message
vetoing H. R. 6060, the bill to restrict immigration of aliens,
the President of the United States says the bill—
sgeeks to all but close entirely the gates of asylum which have always
been open to those who could find nowhere else the right and oppor-
tunity of constitutional agitation for what they concelved to be the
natural and Inalienable rights of men.

The President offers that objection in addition to his objection
to the literacy test.

Mr, Speaker, I shall devote the time allotted to me to a dis-
cussion of sections 3 and 19, which are the paragraphs to
which the Society of Friends of Russian Freedom and other
organizations most bitterly object and are the paragraphs to
which one of the President’s objections applies. Section 3 denies
admission to various persons, ineluding—

persons * * * who advocate or teach the unlawful destruection
of property; persons who are members of or affilinted with any organi-
zatlon entertaining and teaching disbellef in or opposition to organ
government, or who advocate or teach the duty, necessity, or propriety
of the unlawful assaulting or killing of any officer or officers, elther
of specific individuals or of officers generally, of the Government of the
United States or of any other organized Government, because of his or
their official character, or who advoeate or teach the unlawful destrue-
tion of property.

Mr. Speaker, that clause, with the exception of the words
*who advocate or teach the unlawful destruction of property,”
is current law. (Sec. 38, act of 1907.)

Asylum for political refugees is clearly established in the
words of the first proviso of section 3 of the present bill, as
follows:

Provided, That nothing In this act shall exclude, if otherwise admis-
glble, persons convicted of or legally charged with an offense purely
political, not involving moral turpitude.

Now, then, a word as to section 19 of the Burnett bill.
section reads as follows:

That at any time within five i‘enrs after entry any alien who at
the time of entry was a member of one or more of the classes excluded
by law; any alien who within five years after entry shall be found
ndvocnting or teaching the unlawful destruction of property, or advo-
cntlné or teaching anarchy, or the overthrow by force or violence of
the Government of the United States or of all forms of law or the
assassination of public officials * * * ghall be deported.

Objection is made to this clause, although most of it is now
current law, the new part being:

Any allen who within five years shall be found advocating or teach-
ing the unlawful destruction of property.

Mr. Speaker, these clauses, in my opinion, make the whole
bill worth while and more than overcome any sentimental rea-
sons or “on-first-thought” objections to the so-called literacy
test.

“ Shall we abolish asylum to those who seek political free-
dom?™ shout those who want still more nostrums of the Old
World taught to those who have come here as workers and
toilers and who hope to rise through individual effort.: And
we answer, “ Shall we have no redress against those who are
flocking to this country to teach sabotage and to inflame and
incite those who are here in the hope of bettering their condi-
tions? ™

I invite your attention while I read a few paragraphs from
an article recently published in the International Socialist Re-
view. This publication ean be found, by the way, in nearly all
of our public libraries. I have found it nearly always on the
tables of libraries of towns of from 10,000 to 25,000 population,
and I am informed it is sent to those libraries free of charge.

This

High-school pupils, asked by their teachers to debate socialism,
go to the libraries and find such statements as the one I am
about to read, which, permit me to say, are not indorsed by all
Socialists. The article in guestion is entitleld “ How to make
work for the unemployed.” It declares that 5,000,000 persons
in the United States are in need of work, and says:

Some writers pro to “ organize with the unemployed " ; that i
to feed and house Eem in ord%r to keep them from taking the Jo&
away from the employed workers. Others, again, want to organize a

nmen defense fund to purchase machine guns and high-powered rifles
or all union men, miners especially, that they may protect themselves
from the murderous onslaughts of the private armies of the master
class, Very well ; these tactics may be ?perfecuy good, but the guestion
arlses, Who is go{ag to pay for all this

What the working class needs to-day is
which to ﬂfbt the powerful capitalist cTa.sa,
weapon in their own hands,

This weapon is without expense to the working class, and if Intelli-
gently and systematically used it will not only reduce the profits of
the exploiters, but also create more work for the wage earners. If
thoroughly understood and used more extensively it may entirely
eliminate the unemployed army.

To illustrate what he calls the * efficacy of this method of
warfare "—which is sabotage, pure and simple—the writer cites
an incident which occurred in the district I have the honor to
represent. He says:

Some time ago the writer was working In a big lumberyard on the
west coast, where nearly all the work around the water fronts and lum-
beryards is temporary.

he writer and three athel‘gcgot orders to load up five box cars with
shingles. When we commen the work we found, to our surprise,
that e\re? shingle bundle had been cut open—that is, the little stri
of sheet iron that holds the shingles tightly together in a bundle ha
been ent with a knife or a pair of shears on every bundle in the pile—
about 3,000 bundles in all.

When the boss came around we notified him about the aceldent, and,
after exhausting his auﬂply of profanity, he ordered us to get the
shingle press and rebundle the whole batch. It took the four of us
10 whole days to put that shingle pile into shape again. And our
wasges for that time, at the rate of 32 cents per hour, amounted to

134. By adding the loss on account of delay in shipment, the * hold-

g money " for the five box cars, etc., we found that the company’s

profit for that day had been reduced about $300,

there you are, In leéss than half an hour's time somebody had cre-
ated 10 days’ work for four men who would have been otherwise un-
employed, and at the same time cut a big chunk off the boss's profit.
No lives were lost; no property was destroyed ; there were no lawsuits;
nothing that would drain the resources of the organized workers. But
there were results. That's all.

This same method of fighting can be used in a thousand different
wmlbgothe skilled mechanie or machine hand as well as by the com-
mon laborer,

an Inexpensive method by
and they have just such a

The article goes on to give further instructions as to how to
practice sabotage in all lines. This is a new thing, compara-
tively, in this country, although it has been growing rapidly
during the past three or four years. It has come from abroad,
along with the teaching and preaching by clever agitators that
individualism has played out in the United States—that oppor-
tunity is gone. These teachings are coming right along with
the influx of more than a million aliens a year. The more
illiterate of the aliens, once here, quickly absorb the teachings.
Some of the worst of our recent strikes can be attributed, in
part, to these things.

Gentlemen, I tell you frankly that that is why the American
Federation of Labor is for the provisions of this bill. Their
leaders know the disorder such preachings bring about. That
organization has had to stand against such agitators. Some-
times I think that great employers of labor have been so busy
fighting organized labor that they have not had time to see just
how the newly arrived allen labor is organizing and what kind
of riot it must produce in time.

Mr. Speaker, I have no doubt but that the article, “ How to
create more work for the unemployed,” has been printed in a
dozen languages in this country. I have seen similar and even
worse printed in nearly all of the languages. Personally, I went
over to Paterson, N. J., during the Industrial Workers of the
World strike in the silk mills, and heard such stuff preached
to the foreign workers, the majority of whom had not been in
the United States two years. I heard it translated to them in
their various languages. I heard the poor foreigners told that
they had lost the strike, but if they would go back to the mills
and secretly ruin as many bolts of silk as possible they wounld
win the next strike. They were told to drop threads and let dyes
run, and that the time would soon come when they would them-
selves run the mills and factories. And they believed it.

Mr. Speaker, if I had my way I would not only restrict immi-
gration, but for the present would suspend it. [Applause.]

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman.yield?

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. I yield.

Mr, BURKE of Pennsylvania. Were not those statements
made and those teachings given by men who could read and
write; every one of whom could stand this literacy test?
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Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Of course; and they were
teaching them to aliens, many of whom could neither read nor
write, and who had not found overnight the opportunities they
had been misled to believe exist in the United States for all who
come, :

Mr. Speaker, in my opinion this clause in this bill does not
stop those who are seeking political freedom, but it does say
that those who shall be found, in five years after entry, advo-
cating or teaching unlawful destruction of property shall be
deported, and it is pretty generally agreed that they should be
deported. I can point out to you to-day any number of foreign-
born editors, editing publications of this class, who have not
even sought naturalization, and, as the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania [Mr. Burkg] says, of a highly educated class, teaching
those newcomers the very things that will destroy this Govern-
ment if not checked.

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. I beg the gentleman’s pdrdon.
The gentleman evidently has not caught my question. He has
not debated it.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. I have answered the ques-
tion, I think. Remember, I am not discussing the literacy pro-
vision of the bill. I have not time. I am addressing myself
to what I think is far more important. In my opinion, the
matter of the literacy test—that is, the ability to read, and not
write, 30 to 40 words of one’s native tongue or jargon—is a
minor matter and will create no such heartbreaking or dis-
tress as some imagine. Neither will it restrict as heavily as
I wish it would, but it will do something, and should be
enacted into law. The best estimates show that about two
or three hundred thousand of the poorest class of immigrants
might be stopped. .

The gates of the United States will be open to mnearly all
who want to come. Those in far-off lands who know of the
free institutions of the United States, and who would like to
come to us but who are detained through ignorance and ina-
bility to read the simplest words in their language, still will
have the great hope that their children or their children’s chil-
dren may come here and be of us. [Applause.] Let us hope
that they will not find a country brought down to the level of
their own. -

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.

ACTION OF STATE FEDERATION OF LABOR.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. I desire to add to my
remarks a resolution recently adopted by the Washington State
Federation of Labor, assembled in annual convention at
Olympia, Wash., January 18 to January 22, 1915, as follows:

Whereas the present industrial erisis in the State of Washington de-
mands remedy, and it is apparent that the Immigration Bervice is
seriously handicapped for the lack of funds to properly enforce the
resent existing laws; and
ereas statistics shows that 1,400,000 immigrants entered the United
States durlng the last fiscal year; and

Whereas the Immigration Service is the only department of our Gov-
ernment that is self-supporting, a head tax of $4 per head being
required from every Immigrant entering this country, and, as Gov-
ernment figures show, during the last fiscal year $6,700,000 expended
in the administration of sting immigration laws, and it ap
that Immigrants in large numbers are crossing the boundary line Into
Washington, with but little inspection because of the parsimonlous
attitude of the Federal Government: Therefore be it

Resgolved, That the Washini;ton State Federation of Labor eall upon
the State's Representatives in Congress to demand that the money
acquired for the purpose of adminlstration of existing immigration laws
be expended for that purpose.

I desire to add also a memorial of the Legislature of the
State of Washington, as follows:

House joint memorial No. 2.
Tos:k;s honorable Senate and House of Representatives of the United
ates:

Your memorialists, the Senate and House of Representatives of the

State of Washington, respectfully petition’ that—

Whereas during the year ending January 30, 1910, Government statistica
show that more than 1,000,000 allens landed in the United Stiates, of
which number more than 600,000 came from southern and eastern
Asla, the most undesirable immi t known; and

Whereas the effect of this alien deluge is to depress the wages and de-

3 gtroybthﬁ employment of thousands of American workingmen : There-
ore be
Resolved by the House and Senate of the State of Washington, That

the Congress of the United States be requested to pass such restricted

legislation as will put a stop to this enormous influx of the most unde-
sirable foreigners, whose presence tends to destroy American standards
of living; and be it further

Resolved, That a mgy of these resolutions be forthwlith transmitted
to each Senator and Congressman from the State of Washington for

Ithair use in endeavoring to secure the passage of such restricted legis-

ation.

Passed the house January 19, 1911,
HowArD D. TAYLOR
Speaker of the B’ome. .

W. H. PAULHAMUS,
President of the Senate.

Passed the senate Janvary 24, 1011,

The Washington State Legislature of 1915 is now in session,
and to-day—just now—I received a telegram. Both house and
senate urge the passage of this bill over the President’s veto.
The telegram follows:

OLYMPIA, WASH., February §, 1915,
Hon. ALBERT JOHNSON, '
Member of Congress, Washington, D. O.:
Whereas there is now pending In the Congress of the United States the

Burnett-Dillingham immigration bill ; and
Whereas the same is to be broufht up for action on the President's

veto Thursday, February 4, 1915: Therefore be it

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the State of
Washington in_legislative scssion assembled, That the secretary of state
of the State of Washington be, and he is ﬁereh}',» directed to telegraph
to each Member of the delegation In Congress from this State a request

g
that he vote for the passage of the said Burnett-Dillingham immigration
bill over the President’s veto.

I. M. HoweLL, Secretary of State.

Mr, MOORE. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
California [Mr. Kaux].

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Speaker, the argument just made by the
gentleman who preceded me [Mr. Jonxsox’of Washington]
convinces me that he is on the wrong tack. It is not the
illiterate immigrant who is a menace to this country, according
to his argument, but it is the educated foreigner who comes to
these shores. I, for one, would gladly vote for this bill or any
other bill to keep that kind of immigrants out. I have as little
use, as he has, for those foreigners who come here to preach the
doctrines of anarchy and destruction of property. They are a
menace to our institutions. But they are the products of their
education, some of them, no doubt, hold university degrees. My
objection to this bill is the so-called literacy test. The literacy
test will keep out a class of men who have had no opportunity to
become educated in their own countries and who want to come
to this land of opportunity in order to better their condition in
life. No question is raised as to their character, their man-
hood, their physical ability to perform that hard manual labor
which the educated man will not perform. But this question of
emigration into the United States is not a new one. In every
stage of the country’'s history we have read and heard of the

first annual message to Congress made this statement :
And shall we refuse¢ to the unhappy fugitives from distress tha

efforts to keep out foreéign elements. Thomas Jefferson in hﬁf\
t

hospitality which the savages of the wilderness extended to our fathers ]

a{r b\erl;:g in this land? Shall oppressed humanity find no as¢'u™ ou chis
glo .

I have not always been able to agree with the President of the
United States in his policies, but in his veto message to this
House on this bill he hit the nail squarely on the head when
he said, in effect, that the literacy test tends to deprive a
man who had not had opportunities in his own land from
gt;rtttng the benefit of the opportunities that this country would
afford.

Away back in 1797, in the Fourth or Fifth Congress, the ques-
tion of immigration and naturalization was up, and I was
greatly pleased a few moments ago to hear the gentleman from
Massachusetts [Mr. GALLIvAN] express the liberal views he did
on this floor on this question, for |thi§ Ts what-a Massachusé
Representative said on the subject of immigration back in 1797.
I read from McMaster’s History of the People of the United
States, volume 2, page 332:

The door for immigrants was open too wide. It would be wise to close
it a little, Too many foreigners came to the States. Already they were
out of all ljgmportion to native citizens. When the country, said Otis,
Was new, may have been good policy to admit all. But it is so no
longer. A bar should be placed against the admittance of those restless
pmle who can not be tranquil and happy at hg,me. We do not want “a
v horde of wild Irishmen let loose upon us.

[Laughter.]

At that time it was the Irishman; a little later it was
the German; then, still later, it was the Scandinavian; and
now it is the immigrant from southern Europe. Mr. Chairman,
it is a remarkable thing that opposition to illiterate immigrants
comes from those sections of the Union to which the smallest
percentage of the immigrants migrate and where illiteracy
among native whites and children of native white parentage is
greatest. [Applause.] “ Physician, heal thyself.”” Teach your
own children how to read and write; teach your own people
how to read and write; and when you have done that, then
begin to talk about literacy tests in an immigration bill. [Ap-
plause.] :

The SPEAKER. The time of
has expired.

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Powers].

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr, Pow-
Ers] is recognized for five minutes.

the genfleman from Calitm;i:l_

N

0
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Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, one plank of the labor section
of the Democratic platform adopted at Baltimore, July 2, 1912,
reads as follows:

The expanding organization of industry makes It essential that there
ghould be no abridgment of the right of wage earners and producers to
organize for the protection of wages and the improvement of labor

conditions to the end that such labor organizations and their members
ghould not be regarded as illegal combinations In restralnt of trade.

In his speech of acceptance of the presidential nomination by
the Democratic Party, Hon. Woodrow Wilson took occasion to
make the following declaration:

Th king people of America—if they must be distinguished from
the lgi:ogll.tynfhat mns‘t).ltutz“th: rest otylt——am of courﬁ&m the back-
bone of the Nation. No law that ntggu.nrdu thelr life; that improves
the physieal and moral conditions under which they live; that makes
their (the working people of America) hours of labor rational and tol-
erable; that flm them m to act in their own interest; and
that protects them where they can not protect themselves can properly
be regarded as class slation or as anything but a measuore taken in
the interest of the whole people, whose partnership In right action we
are trying to establish and make real and practlcal. It is in this spirit
that we shall act If we are genuine spokesmen of the whole country.

The declarations of the Democratic platform and the language
of Mr. Wilson's letter of acceptance of the Democratic nomina-
tion for President were an assurance to the labor world that in
the Democratic Party and Mr. Wilson it would find its true
friends and loyal advocates. Believing in the assurances of the
Democratic Party and accepting it at its written word, the labor
leaders and labor organizations and the laboring people gen-
erally throughout the country, some 2,000,000 in number, went
pell-mell into the Democratic camp and became among the most
loyal and enthusiastic supporters of the candidacy of Mr. Wil-
son. They went the length, at least in volce and vote, in putting
their supposed friend and champion in the White House. After
President Wilson had been inaugurated President of these
United States and after the overwhelmingly Democratic House
and Senate had settled down to business and undertaken the
work, supposedly at least, of carrying out the Democratic
pledges to the country, labor was anxious and soon expected
to realize the fruition of its dreams in the fulfiliment of the
Demoeratic pledges and promises to it. Labor thought it had
succeeded in less than 90 days in having the first one of its list
of grievances carried in the sundry civil appropriation bill of
June 23, 1913, and which reads as follows:

[ty nt of antitrust laws: For the enforcement of antitrust
Iaws, lm:a; not =xceeding $10,000 for salarles of necessary em-
ployees at the seat of government, $300,000: Provided, however, That
no part of this money be l(pent in the prosecution of any organiza-
tion or individual for enfer nto any combination or agreement hav:
Ing in view the Increasing of wages, shortanin%of hours, or betterin

the conditions of labor, or for an{”act done In furtherance thereof, no

in itself unlawful : Provided further, That no part of this appropriation
shall be expended for the gromnﬂon of producers of farm products and
assoclations of farmers who cooperate and organize In an effort to and
for the purpose to obtaln and malntain a falr and reasonable price for
their products.

The sundry civil bill, with this proviso, passed both the House
and the Senate and was sent to the President for his signature.
After much hesitation he finally signed it, with the following
statement attached thereto:

I have signed this bill because I can do so without in fact limiting
the opporlunig or the power of the Department of Justice to prosecute
violations of the law, by whomsoever committed. If I could have sepa-
rated from the rest of the bill the item which authorizes the expendi-
ture by the Department of Justice of a s 1 sum of $300,000 for the

rosecution or violatlon of the antitrust law, I would have vetoed t
tem, because it places upon the expenditure a limitation which is, in
my opinion, unjustifiable in character and qﬂnclple. But I counld not
geparate it. I do not understand that the limitation was intended as
¢ither an amendment or an Interpretation of the antitrust law, but
merely as an expresaion of the opinion of the Conjrena.

1 can assure the country that this item will nelther limit nor in any
way embarrass the actions of the Department of Justice. Other a

ropriations supply the department with abundant funds fo enforce the
e il oy et Sy dmnnion of yhat . 00
ﬂr&mﬁi tron andoius{ meaelrzng of subsfantive a'tatum tludﬁnted
States.

The President says, as forcefully as English can put it, that
if he could have separated the item in the bill which provides
that no part of the $300,000 therein appropriated should be used
in the prosecution of any organization or individual from enter-
ing into any agreement or combination for the betterment of their
conditions, he would have done so.

1 would have vetoed that item—

He says—

because it places upon the
opinion, mﬁ:sﬂﬂlble in chara

The President continues:

1 do not understand that the limitation was intended as either an
amendment or interpretation of the antitrust law, but merely an ex-
pression of the opinion of Congress.

That is to say that Congress was not engaged in attempting
to write a law or interpret one on this subject, but merely ex-

enditure a limitation which is, in my
and prineiple.

pressing its opinion as to what ought to be done in the premises.
Congress | Congress! What a senseless and useless body, from
the President’s viewpoint. But the President further says:

I can assure the country that this item will nelther Hmit nor in any
way embarrass the actions of the Department of Justice—
in dealing with these labor fellows and their organizations.
After the President had thus delivered himself labor had an
awakening, but hoped for better things. So by and by the so-
called Clayton antitrust bill came before Congress. Labor
wanted Congress in this bill to do more than “ merely express an
opinion” on what it thought its rights under the law ought to
be; so it insisted, and insisted strenunously, that there should be
some real “labor exemptions” put in that bill and not mere
empty words or expressions of opinion. The Judiclary Com-
mittee and the Democratic leaders refused to incorporate into
the bill the provision desired by labor. A fight with the admin-
istration was imminent. It looked like there was going to be a
regunlar knockdown and drag-out battle. The situation was
interesting. A good deal of hotfooting went on from Capitol
Hill to the White House. Numerous conferences were held in
the hope of reaching an agreement. Finally there was incorpo-
rated in the so-called Clayton antitrust bill this provision:

Nothing contained In the antitrust laws shall be construed to forbid
the existence and operation of labor, agricultural, or horticultural or-
ganizations instituted for the purposes of mutual help and not havin
capital stock or conducted for profit, or to forbld or restrain individua
members of such o izatlons from lawfully carrylng out the legiti-
mate ob thereof ; nmor shall sueh organizations, or the memgern
thereof, held or construed to be illegal combinations or counspiracles
in restraint of trade under the antitrust laws.

It will be remembered that the Supreme Court had held that
the Sherman antitrust law did not exempf labor organizations
from its operation. The court held in the Danbury hatters’
case that such organizations were combinations in restraint of
trade and therefore unlawful and liable for threefold damages.
Labor wanted its organizations taken out from the operation
of the Sherman antitrust law. Whether the provision as incor-
porated in the Clayton bill meets labor's grievance is a gques-
tion for the courts to decide. The President says that it
“grants no privilege not already enjoyed.” Omne paper said,
speaking of the provision: -

It was frankly stated at the White House yesterday that the compro-
mise provision was not an exemption provislon; that, In other words,
the labor unions would not be exempted from prosecution under the
Sherman law.

When the President’'s views as to this provision in the Clay-
ton bill became known to labor and the farmers, they wondered
if they had not been handed a gold brick. That the President’s
position was hostile there seemed no further room to doubt.

THE EVILS OF UNDESIRABLE IMMIGRATION.

But this by no means tells the entire story. For many years
organized labor, among others, has insisted that there was too
much cheap labor being imported into this country; that the
number ought to be greatly curtailed. Those favoring legisla-
tion to this end have practically agreed that what is known as
the reading, or literacy, test is the best adapted for this purpose.
There have been seven record votes in the House and five in the
Senate on this question. On an average the House votes stood
192 to 78 favoring the reading test, while the average of the
Senate vote was 52 to 19. As recent as January 15, of this year,
this House sent this illiteracy-test biill to the President on the
decisive vote of 227 to 94, although it was known by this House
at the time that the President was opposed to the reading test
for the admission of immigrants to this country.

The Senate has spoken in equally emphatic terms, having
passed the bill after four weeks’ fight by a vote of 50 to 7,
notwithstanding the President's known opposition to it. The
President has returned the bill to the House without his signa-
ture, accompanying it with a veto message. It is openly
stated that the patronage whip has been suspended over the
heads of Members in the hope of lashing them into line to
support the President’s veto. If the Clerk here should now
begin to call the roll of this House, the A's on the Democratic
side would not be passed before there would be found men
with whom this matter had been talked over at the White
House and their support of the President’s veto earnestly
insisted upon, notwithstanding the fact that they have com-
mitted themselves for it, voiced their convictions for it, and
expressed the wish and will of their constituents by previously
voting for it. And why the President should now disapprove
the literacy test is, as I remarked at the outset, passing strange,
As a private citizen, as an author and writer of books, aye,
even as a presidential candidate, it seems that he entertained
different views from the ones now absorbing his mind, and no
dounbt by his historical writing and campaign speeches induced
confiding constituencies to entertain the expectation that this
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needed legislation would meet a different fate at his hands.
In his History of the American People, volume 5, page 212, we
find this language, speaking of the character of immigrants
that now come to this country:

The census of 1890 showed the gulation of the country increased
to 62,622,250, an addition of 12,466,467 within the decade. Immi-
grants poured steadily in as before, but with an alteration of stock
which students of affairs marked with uneasiness. Throughout the
century men of the sturdy stocks of the north of Europe had made
u}[la the main strain of foreign blood which was every year added to
the vital working force of thls country or else men of the Latin-
Gallle stocks of France and northern Italy, but now there came
multitudes of men of the lower class from the south of Ita;y and men
of the meaner sort out of Hungary and Poland—men out of the ranks
where there was neither skill nor energy nor am{r initiative of quick
intelligence—and they came in numbers which increased from year
to year, as If the coantrles of the south of Kurope were disburdening
themselves of the more sordid and hapless elements of their popula-
tion, the men whose standards of life and of work were such as
American workmen had never dreamed of hitherto.

The people of the Pacific coast had clamored these many years
agalnst the admission of immigrants out of China, and in May, 18?2,
got at last what they wanted—a Federal statute which practically
excluded from the United States all Chinese who had not already
acquired the right of residence; and yet the Chinese were more to be
desired, as workmen if not as citizens, than most of the coarse crew
that came crowding In every year at the eastern ports.

He says, from the character of immigrants that have recently
been coming to our shores, that it looks—
as If the countries of the south of Europe were disburdening them-
selves of the more sordid and hopeless elements of their population—
the men whose standards of life and of work were such as American
workingmen had never dreamed of hitherto.

And the President, by his veto of the immigration bill, is
refusing to close the door to the admission of the very class
that he condemned. He says that they are a “ coarse crew”
that come “crowding in every year at our eastern ports.” He
had a chance to stop this “coarse crew” from crowding in
each year at our eastern ports, but he has failed to avail him-
self of that opportunity. In its national platform, as far back
as 1896, the Democratic Party said:

We hold that the most efficlent way of protecting American labor is
to prevent the importation of foreign pauper labor to compete with it
in the home market.

The Demoeratic platform upon which President Wilson was
elected declared unequivocally for the rights of labor and its
protection.

Not only as a teacher, professor, and historian did Woodrow
Wilson advocate and represent that he was a restrictionist, but
as a candidate for the Presidency he gave the people of this
counfry to understand that he stood for the very legislation
contained in this bill. This identical measure passed the Senate
April 19, 1912; was reported to the House by the House Com-
mittee on Immigration June 7, 1912; and therefore was pending
before the House during the campaign, being an issue. Not only
was it pending before the House, but the Demoecratic leaders of
the House had announced that the bill would be put through the
first thing in December, a special rule having even been agreed
on. Candidate Wilson’s immigration speech in New York City,
September 4, 1912, contained among other things the following
paragraph :

If we can hit upon a standard which admits every voluntary immi-
fmnt and excludes those who have not come of their own motion, with
heir own purpose of making a home and a career here for themselves,
but have been induced by steamship companies or others in order to pay
the passage money, then we will have what we will all agree upon as
Americans, 1 am speaking to you as also Amerlcans with m seﬁ. and
just as much American as myself, and if we all take the American point
of view, namely, that we want American life kept to its standards, and
that only the standards of American life shall standards of restric.
tion, then we are all upon a common ground, not of those who criticlze
immigration, but those who declare themselves Americans, I am not
saying that T am wise enough cut of hand to frame the 1 tion that
will meet this fdea.” T am only saying that It is the ideal, and that is
what we ought to hold ourselves to. * * * Of course, if the immi-
grants are allowed to come in uninstructed hosts and to stop at the
ports where they enter and there to compete In an oversnppl!‘)ed labor
market, there is going to be unhnipiness. there is going to be deteriora-
tion, there s going to be everything that will be detrimental to the
immigrant.

That was his declaration on the stump and in New York City
before the editors and sympathizers of the so-called American
Association of Foreign Languange Newspaper Editors, who were
attacking him almost daily as a restrictionist. Brave words.
Note his language, saying that the “ Standards of American life
shall be the standards of restriction.” With this very bill
passed the Senate and pending on the House calendar, and with
our State compulsory school-attendance laws and publie-school
system as one of America’s fundamental institutions and stand-
ards, there is only one thing such language could mean to the
average voter, and that was that Candidate Wilson stood for
requiring as much of foreigners as we compel of our own native-
born in the way of an elementary education, in order to better
fit them for earning a living, worshiping God according to the
dictates of their own conscience, and intelligently participating
in our public affairs.

What a shock this veto must be to the friends of this bill who
were misled into thinking that Woodrow Wilson was a restrie-
tionist! What a revelation it must be to them to read and hear
that the President feels himself “ pledged " to veto this splendid
measure! And how roughly handled they must feel when they
read accounts such as that in the Boston Evening Transcript
of January 28 last, stating that “it is charged even by Demo-
crats that the administration is ‘picking off ' men from the
ranks of the friends of the bill, and the opponents of the lit-
eracy test declare that this ‘ teamwork’ in the Cabinet * * *
will be successful.” But it is not a “long way to"” the next
presidential election, and the voters’ hearts are “ right there.”

The Boston Transcript in a recent editorial had this to say:

The somersault of Mr. Woodrow Wilson on the immigration plank
should surprise no one. It is only the latest illustration of the poli-
tician reversing the position of the historian. For 20 years as teacher
and wrlter of history he wrote against “the allen Invasion™ and
brought to bear the heaviest guns of his rhetoric against this * menace.”
After two years of silence in the White House, which no committee of
Congress was able to break, the President has finally announced his
opposition to the immigration bill, which has passed the House and ls
before the Senate, on the ground that it carries a llteracy test. DBefore
deciding to pass the enactment up to the President for his veto, we
holpe the SBenate will sound the ite House with a view to ascer-
taining what form of restriction the Presldent would. suggest, or
whether his somersault on the subject 18 s0 complete that be to-day
favors a continuance of unrestricted Immigration.

The President by his veto says he favors the continuance of
unrestricted immigration; for in his opposition to the literacy
test, he opposes the most feasible method of restricting im-
migration.

It will be remembered that a few years ago Congress created
an Immigration Commission to investigate this whole subject,
and particularly the feasibility of the literacy test. This com-
mission, after an extensive investigation both in this country
and in Europe costing $1,000,000 and covering a period of four
years, made a voluminous report covering 42 volumes, and in
that report among other things said:

A majority of the commission (8 out of the 9) favored the reading
and writing test as the most feasible single method of restricting
undesirable immigration.

This commission composed of both Republicans and Demo-
crats, unanimously recommended to Congress that immigration
be restricted. The commission unanimously agreed and re-
ported that there was “ an oversupply of unskilled labor in the
basi¢ industries of this country.” Congress and the country
both agree that the influx of undesirable immigrants to this
country ought to be stopped.

In the last 18 years, either the House or the Senate has 19
times emphatically declared for the reading test. In the years
1012-13 the House of Representatives favored the literacy test
by a vote of 178 to 52, and the Senate by a vote of 57 to 8.

The bill that the President has just vetoed because of the
literacy test was passed by the House by a vote of 252 to 126,
and by the Senate by a vote of 50 to 7. We have heard a good
deal said by the Democratic Party in recent years about letting
‘the people rule.,”” They have gone before the country seeking
its suffrage with that as a slogan. President Wilson has himself
boasted much of that principle as one of his virtues, yet the
fact remains that the principles embodied in no measure have
been so long before the American people; have been so well
understood by them ; or have been indorsed by so many of them
as the principles embodied in the immigration measure vetoed
by the President. If this measure is not indorsed by the body
of the American people and their Representatives in Congress,
no important measure that ever became a law has ever been,

President Wilson in vetoing the immigration bill said:

If the people of this couutrf have made up their minds to limit the
number of immigrants by arbitrary tests and so reverse the policy of
all the generations of Americans that have gone before them, it is their
right to do so.

The American people have made up their minds to limit the
number of immigrants daily coming to our shores, but I deny
that in so doing they are reversing * the policy of all the gen-
erations of Americans that have gone before them.”

Let us look first into the question as to whether or not the
American people have made up their minds to limit the number
of immigrants that yearly crowd our shores, over 1,000,000 in
ummber. Away back in 1896, nearly 20 years ago, when the evils
of immigration were not so great and not so well understood as
now, the Republican Party in its national platform of that year
not only demanded a restriction of immigration but specificaliy
indorsed the reading and writing test as a means to accomplish
that end. In the Rlepublican national platform of 1900 we find
this language:

In the further interest of American workmen we favor a more effec-
tive restriction of the immigration of cheap labor from foreign lands—

And so forth.
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In his first message to Congress in 1001, ex-President Roose-
velt said:

The second object of a pro immigration law cught to be to secure
2 careful and not merely perfunctory educational test.

The Republican national platform of the year 1912, the latest
expression of the party on the subject, reads as follows:

We pledﬁn the Republican Pa to the enactment of appropriate laws
to give relief from the constantly growing evil of induced or undesir-
able immigration, which is inimical to the progress and welfare of the
people of the United States,

And I want to say that a Republican Congress promptly after
the election of 1806 passed an illiteracy test bill, which was
vetoed by a Democratic President, Grover Cleveland, and that
such a bill would now be law if proportionately as many Demo-
crats as Republicans would vote or had voted for the measure.

The Democratic Party—the party of the President—in its
national Democratic platform in 1896, said:

We hold that the most efficient way of protecting American labor is
to prevent the importation of foreign pauper labor to compete with it in
the home market.

The Democratic platforms of 1900 and 1904 both demand
more stringent immigration laws of one sort or another, and
yet after all this the President is not advised as to what the
American people want, and asks in his short veto message of
this long bill: ** Has any political party ever avowed a policy of
restriction?

After that part of the immigration bill to which the President
objects has been favorably acted upon divers times by both
branches of Congress, and by overwhelming majorities, still
the President says he is not advised as to the desire of the
American people upon this subject. If the representatives of
the American people in this and previous Congresses have prop-
erly reflected the views of their constituents by their votes on
this question, the President ought to be advised.

Now let me answer, if I can do it, the President's second
proposition, namely, that in its insistence upon the literacy or
other arbitrary tests Congress is “ reversing the policy of all
the gemerations of Americans that have gone before.” I take
issue with that statement of the President. With due defer-
ence to him and his great learning, I say that he is wrong.

From the first settlement of this country down to about 1838
immigrants came here as a matter of course. This country had
no policy upon the immigration question up to that time. In
that year the House of Representatives agreed to a resolution
instructing the Judiciary Committee of the House to consider
the propriety of passing a law prohibiting the importation of
vagabonds and paupers into this country. Then and there we
took steps against admitting paupers and vagabonds. -

If we had any policy of admitting them up to that time, it
was then reversed. In the meantime a number of the States
had begun to pass laws restricting immigration, notably, New
*York, Massachusetts, California, and Louisiana. These States
gaw most of immigrants and immigration and were the first to
see and feel its evil effects. But their laws differed one from
another. Each State had its own peculiar notion as to who
ought to be debarred. It was soon apparent that the problem
was too big for the individual States to handle; that it was
national in its scope. The constitutionality of a number of the
State laws reached the Supreme Court of the United States for
final deecision, and on March 20, 1876, that court, in a very
unusual decision, said:

We are of the opinion that this whole subject—

Of immigration—
has been confided to Congress by the Constitution; that Congress can
more appropriately and with more acceptance exercise it than any other
body known to our laws, State or National ; that by providing a system
of laws in these matters applicable to all ports and to all vessels a
serious question which has long been a matter of contest and complaint
may be elfectively and satisfactorily settled.

Then came efforts of the States to restrict immigration until
such was held unconstitutional by the United States Supreme
Court, since which day Congress has been passing one immigra-
tion bill after another, and each of them has been more stringent
and more exclusive of immigration than the preceding ones,

The law of August 3, 1882, among other things, provided that
each immigrant to this country should pay a head tax of G0
cents; that * lunaties, idiots, convicts except for political offense,
and persons likely to become a public charge” should not be
permitted to land. Another reversal of our traditiomal pelicy,
Mr. President.

The law of February 26, 1885, forbade the importation of con-
tract labor to this country. The law of February 23, 1887, gave
the Secretary of the Treasury the authority to deport within
one year from landing any alien who had come to this country
contrary to the provisions of the contract-labor act.

The act of March 38, 1891, added to the list of aliens hereto-
fore excluded the following: Those “ suffering from a loathsome

or contagious disease,” “ polygamist,” and those “ whose Ut:l;et.;
or passage is paid for with the money of another, or who ig
assisted by others to come,” with certain exceptions. Steamship
companies were forbidden by this act to solicit or encourage im-
migration. I wonder if the President would regard this as the |
reversal of a policy or the establishing of one? |

In 1894 Congress passed an act raising the head tax of immi=
grants from 50 cents to $1 each. i

On March 8, 1903, Congress passed another act raising the
head tax to $2, and made it unlawful to assist in the entry or
naturalization of alien anarchists, ]

On February 20, 1907, Congress passed another law further
restricting undesirable immigrants. This is the last important
law passed by Congress and signed by the President. It adds
very materially to the classes of immigrants to be excluded.
Not including those heretofore mentioned, it says the following, |
among others, shall be excluded : “ Feeble-minded persons,” “ epi- |
leptics,” “ insane persons,” “ persons likely to become a publie
charge,” “ professional beggars,” “ prostitutes, or women or girls
coming into the United States for the purpose of prostitution
or other immoral purposes.” With but one single exception,
every law passed by the Congress of the United States from tho |
day and hour that it began to legislate upon the subject of im-
migration has been a law of restriction, and each law adding to |
the excluded classes of immigrants. The single exception, to
which I have referred, was the law passed in 1864. It was a
law passed to encourage the importation of contract labor; but
it was repealed, however, in 1868, four years after its passage.
In the face of this record and these facts, hew can the Presi-
dent say that in adding the literacy or reading test we are re-
versing the policy of all the generations of Americans that have
gone before us? We are not revetsing their policy, but sustain- |
ing their policy, in further excluding some 250,000 of the’
1,000,000 or more immigrants that are annually coming to this
country. Few there be, I think, who will contend that further
restriction of immigrants is not desirable.

I will not go into the voluminous 41-volume report of the
Congressional Immigration Commission further than to briefly
answer the arguments of those who maintain that existing im-
migration law is sufficient by quoting what the commission,
which employed trained experts, expended a million dollars in
a searching inguiry, and spent four years gathering together
indisputable proof of the following conclusion of the commis- |
slon, says in its first partial report, namely, House Document
1489, under the heading, “The Immigration Law and Its Ad-'
ministration " :

It is generally admitted by those acguain
notwiths nnd.ln{the fact thn’t the r,u:‘ea\:n:-nﬂll £ !lntgdpxghmtgctombrj:?mgh&té
the exclusion of every undesirable immigrant, many un dmmbplv undesir-

able persons are admitted every year. The commission's inquiries con- |
cerning defective and delinquent classes show this fact very clearly and

in a way which, It is believed, will be thoroughly understood and ap-°
reclated. In theory the law debars criminals, ﬁm{ in fact many enter;
e law debars data secu

rsons likely to become public charges, but

by the commission show that too man ?:tx‘:mlxrnnts become such within
a short time after landing. The same is true of other classes nominally,
at least, debarred the law. In short, the law, In theory, so far as
its exclusion provisions are concerned, is cxceptionally strong, but in
effect it is In some respects weak and ineffectual. The commission has
discovered several sources of this weakness; it is its purpose to find the
others and to recommend some effective remedies. 4

I have here the New York World of February 1, 1915, which
containg a long editorial, entitled, * Over 8,000 anlien insane,”
and which declares that these 8,000 alien insane * represent a
burden from which™ the taxpayers of the Empire State are
* entitled to be relieved.” The World estimates that these alien
insane impose an annual financial burden on the taxpayers of
New York State of about §2,000,000. New York State officials
have testified before committees of Congress that it is about
$4,000,000, or, in other words, that about one-sixth of all the
taxes levied in New York for State purposes are levied for the
care and keep of insane. This bill would lift millions of dol- |
lars of taxes from the shoulders of the taxpayers of New York,
New Jersey, Connecticut, Massachusetts, Pennsylvania, and
other Northeastern States, and tend to prevent the dumping off
mental and physical degenerates upon this country, whose
progeny will simply water the lifeblood of this country, as well
as overburden our taxpayers.

The two dominant political parties in their national plat-
forms have for years been pledging to the American people more
stringent immigration laws. The Immigration Commission, after
four years’ Investigation, both in this country and in Europe,
unanimously reported in favor of further restricting immigra-
tion to this country, declaring: * The commission as a whole
recommends restriction as demanded by economie, moral, and
socinl considerations, furnishes in its report reasons for such
restriction, and points out methods by which Congress can at-
tain the desired result if its judgment coincides with that of
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the commission ™ (Vol. I, p. 48). Congress has frequently so de-
elared itself, and more than one attempt has been made to pass
such bills over Executive veto. And if it be admitted that fur-
ther restriction is desirable, ought it not in all fairness be
applied to the least desirable element of our immigration? In
this immigration problem we have got to deal with classes and
not individuals. To say thatan illiterate class of citizens is more
desirable than an educated class gives the lie to the favored
boast of Americans that we are an educated and enlightened
citizenry. If ignorance is better and more preferable in our
citizens than enlightenment, we had better tear down our insti-
tutions of learning and abolish our boasted public-school gys-
tem in America.
for proper and efficient American citizenship we expend annu-
ally on them in tuition alone some $500,000,000, have we not a
right to demand that immigrants coming to this country who
are over 16 years of age shall at least be able to read some
langnage or dialect? The American citizen who e¢an not even
read or write, but who has been reared in America, surrounded
by Americuans, and who has observed the workings of its Gov-
ernment, caught the spirit of its institutions, imbibed its lofty
ideals, and inherited its progress and freedom is infinitely
better prepared for wholesome American citizenship than any
illiterate foreigner possibly could be.

The bill the President has vetoed makes 200 changes in the
immigration laws, 50 of which are big changes. The President
l:;ecog?ézes the force and value of these, for in his veto message

e said:

This bill is in so many respects admirable, well conceived, and de-
girable. Its enactment into law would undoubtedly enhance the efli-
clency and improve the methods of handling the important branch of
the public service to which It relates.

Why should the President destroy, so far as in his power lies,
a bill which he concedes to be a good one. He admits that
“the bill is in many respects admirable, well conceived, and
desirable,” and yet he vetoes it! He says he does it because it
reverses a “ policy of generations that have gone before.” In-
stead of Congress “reversing the policy of all the generations
of Ameriecans that have gone before them,” has not the Presi-
dent reversed their policy? Has not he alsgo reversed the policy
of his own party? The Democratic Party, in its national plat-
form of 1896, said:

We hold that the most efficient way of protecting Amerlcan labor
is to prevent the importation of foreign pauper labor to compete with
it in the home umr]mg;‘1

That declaration of principles of the Democratic Party has
at no time been reealled or reversed. It is the policy of the
Democratic Party to-day, if its declaration of principles in
national convention assembled mean anything. A majority
of the Demoerats in both House and Senate voted to redeem
their party’s pledge, but the President, exercising his constito-
tional right, says, “ No.”

I believe it was Louis XIV of France who once said: “I
am the State.” The President expresses it differently when he
says: “I am the captain of the team.” And I agree that the
President is “ the captain of the team.” When he tells the boys
to “ play ball,” they usually “play ball.”

BEOEKEXN PFLATFOEM PLEDGES.

The Demoecratic platform upon which President Wilson was
nominated and elected said:

We favor naticnal ald to State and local authorities in the construe-
tion and malntenance of post roads,

It is said that Hon. Dorsey W. Smackrerorp, of Missouri,
the present chairman of the Roads Committee of the House of
Representatives, wrote that plank of the Democratic platform.
Mr. SmACKLEFORD was in earnest about it. He really thought
that the Democratic Party intended to carry out that pledge to
the country. He went ahead and passed a bill through the
House many, many moons ago looking to that end. It would
be embarrassing to ask the gentleman from Missouri what has
become of his bill? He would hate to tell you that the Presi-
dent had put the cold hand of death upon it. Mr. SHACKLE-
F¥orD's good-roads bill has not been passed by the Senate. It
will not be. Did not the President tell Senator Swaxson that
they did not have the money for the roads legislation? Yet the
Demoeratic Congress has at the President's suggestion passed
a law whereby the United States Government is to spend
$40,000,000 in railroad building in Alaska, and now he is trying
to jam through a bill appropriating $50,000,000 with which to
buy ships for the shipping interests; now, and in these times
when the people are forced to pay war taxes when their country
is at peace with the whole world.

The Democratic platform upon which the President was
elected did not call for these expenditures, but it did call for
Federal aid to State and' local authorities in the construction

If to fit our own American boys and girls

of good roads. The lost Shackleford good-roads bill called
for $25,000,000 for this purpose. The Democratic administra-
tion did not have $25,000,000 to spend on good dirt roads here
in the several States, but did have $40,000,000 to spend on rail-
roads in Alaska.

PANAMA CANAL TOLLS.

But these are not the only broken promises of the Democratic
Party to the American people. They said in their Baltimore
platform :

We favor the exemption from' toll of American ships engaged in
coastwise trade passing through the canal,

This is what Demoeracy in its national platform declared for
in 1912, and is what President Wilson stood for before he was
elected President. I shall read the President’s speech made to
the 2,500 farmers at Washington Park, N. J.,, on August 15,
1912:

One of the great objects in cutting that great ditch across the
Isthmus of Panama is to allow farmers who are near the Atlantic to
ship to the Pacific by way of the Atlantic ports, to allow all the farm-
ers on what I may, standlnﬁ lna:wef part of the continent, to
find an outlet at ports of the Gulf or the ports of the Atlantic sea-
board, and then have coastwise steamers carry their products down
around through the canal and up the Pacific coast or down the coast of
South Ameriea. ,

Now, at present there are no ships to do that, and one of the bills

nding—passed, 1 believe, yesterday by the Senate as it has passed the

ouse—provides for free toll for American ships through that camal
and prohiblts any ship from passing through which is owned by any
American railroad company. You see the object of that, don't you?
Applause.] We don’'t want the rallroads to compete with themselves,
ecause we understand that kind of competition, We want water car-
riage to compete with land carriage, so as to be perfectly sure that
you are golng to get better rates around the canal than you would
across the continen

It will be remembered that the Democratic House of Repre-
sentatives had passed the Panama Canal tolls bill before the
Democrats met in national convention at Baltimore in July,
1912, The Democratic national convention indorsed what the
House had done by inserting in its platform the Panama Canal
tolls plank to which I have made reference. The day before
the President made his speech to the 2,500 farmers at Washing-
ton Park, N. J., on August 15, 1912, indorsing what the Demo-
cratic House had done and what the Demoecratic national con-
vention had declared for, the Senate also passed the bill, and
the President indorsed that. But after the President was
elected he came hat in hand up on Capitol Hill one day where
the House and Senate was in session and said: * Boys, we've
got to take her back. Acting under your oaths as legislators,
you said that American ships engaged in coastwise trade passing
through the Panama Canal should not pay any toll. The Demo-
cratic platform upon which I wasnominated and elected declared
for the same thing. I declared for the same thing in my speeches
before election. I have not forgotten what I said to those New
Jersey farmers and the country before election, but we've got
to tnke it all back. I can not tell you why this is so, but I have
reversed myself on the question of tolls of American ships pass-
ing through the canal, and you must reverse yourselves. You
have already jumped through the hoop and passed the law. I
shall have to ask you to jump back through the hoop again and
undo what you have done. I shall have to ask you to pass a
law to make American ships pay tolls.” The law was passed.
The “crow ” was eaten, but few, if any, of the legislators have
ever known why it was necessary.

RURAL CREDITS,

But this is only a part of the story. The Democratic plat-
form upon which President Wilson was elected said:

Of equal importance with the question of currency reform is the
qguestion of rural credits, or agricultural finance. e favor legisla-
tion permitting national banks to loan a reasonable portion of thelr
funds on real estate security.

The Democratic Party promised the farmer that if elected and
given power to legislate this law should be passed. The farmer,
among others, did help to put the Democratic Party in power.
They thought they were going to get some genuine rural-credits
legislation, but they have not gotten it. The President says he
favors such legislation. He said on December 2, 1913, in his
message to Congress:

I present to you, in addition, the urgent necessity that speclal pro-
vision be made also for facllitating the credits needed by the farmers
of the country; what they need and should obtain Is legislation which
will make thelr own abundant and substantial credit resources avall-
able as a foundation for joint, concerted loeal actlon in their own behalf
in getting the capital they must use. It is to this we should now ad-
dress ourselves. We must add the means by which the farmer may
make his credit constantly and easily avallable and command when he
will the capital by which to support and expand his business. We lag
behind many other great countries of the modern world in attempting to

8 of rural credit have been studied and devel on
the other slde of the water while we left our farmers to shift for them-
selves in the ordinary money market. Yoo have but to look about you
in any rural district to see the result—the handicap and embarrassment
which have been put upon those who produce our food.
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And at the very time the Federal reserve bill was being per-
fected by the House Committee on Banking and Currency did
not certain members of it—particularly Representatives NEELEY
of Kansas, WiNco of Arkansas, and Raespare of South Caro-
lina—insist that a provision be inserted in the Federal reserve
bill carrying out the pledge in the Democratic platform as to
rural credits, and did not the President send the majority
leader, the gentleman from Alabama, Oscar W. UNDERWOOD,
to those men to assure them that if they would not insist in
incorporating rural-credits legislation in the Federal reserve bill
that he would help them and those interested in the question
to pass it in a separate bill? 5o far it has not been passed, and
I see no prospect of early action. Every one here says and
knows that the President is now opposed to putting the Govern-
ment back of rural credits and will not approve a bill that puts
the Government back of freeing and making available the
farmers’ credit to the same extent that the Federal reserve act
puts the Government back of the business man's and banker’'s
credit.

The Democrats passed the currency law, and in their plat-
form they said:

Of equal importance with the ?uestinn of currency reform is the
question of rural credits, or agricultural finance.

But the farmers have to wait. They have waited for about
two years, and how much longer they will have to wait no one
knows.

HIGH COST OF LIVING.

The last national Democratie platform pledged the Democratic
Party to reduce the *high cost of living” if intrusted with
power. The Democratic platform said, and the Democratic
orators said, that the high cost of living was due to the * robber
protective tariff” that the Republicans had foisted upon the
country to fatten the rich and rob the poor. The Democrats
have taken that “ robber protective-tariff law ” from the statute
books, and in its stead have substituted one of their own, and
the cost of living has been getting higher day by day ever since.

The Washington Post, a Democratic newspaper, on yesterday
said that May wheat is selling in Chicago at $1.65 per bushel,
the highest price recorded in Chicago for years, and that * stale
bread, known as the poor msan’s loaf, which has hitherto retailed
at 5 cents for two loaves, to-day advanced to 8 cents a loaf.”

REPUBLICAN EXTRAVAGAXCE.

The Democratic platform adopted at Baltimore said:

We denounce the profiigate waste of the money wrung from the peo-
le by oporessive taxation through the lavish appropriations of recent
epublican Congresses.

And yet the appropriations made by the Democratic Party
since it eame into power have exceeded in amount anything
that the Republicans had ever dreamed of. And notwithstand-
ing the Democratic income-tax law and the so-called “ war-tax”
Inw—Dbotk direct-taxation money raisers—it is said that the
Democratic Party will run this Government in the ‘““hole” by
the 1st of June of this year about $80,000,000, and the appro-
priations will exceed those of any previous Congress.

TERM OF PRESIDENT.

It is not necessary to proceed further with the broken
pledges of the Democratic Party. But I can not refrain from
spenking of at least one more.

The Democratic platform upon which President Wilson was
elected said:

We favor a single presidential term. * * *
date of thizs convention to this principle,

It is in the power of the President to keep inviolate at least
one of the pledges of the Democratic platform upon which he
was elected. e can refuse to be a candidate for reelection.
But he is going to break that plank. *“His hat is already in the
ring,” say his close friends and politleal advisors. He is now
an avowed candidate for reelection. He will be nominated by
his party and defeated at the polls. He can not survive the
record made by himself and party. They have made and
broken too many promises. In their Baltimore platform the
Democrats said:

Our platform I8 one of principles. * * * Our pledges are made
to be kept when In office as well as relied upon during the campaign.

On August 15, 1912, during the campaign the President said:

Our platform is not molasses to catch flles. * * * It means busi-
ness ; it means what it says.

The American people will not soon again intrust with power
the party and its candidate that have to their credit so many
betrayed trusts and broken promises. [Applause.]

A traveling man down in my district not long ago looked over
his half-filled order book at the end of a hard day’s work and
said:

The Democrats may be honest men, but I'll be d—d if they've got
sonse enough to run this Government,

[Applause.]

We pledge the eandi-

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Speaker, I yleld such time as he may
need to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr Swrrzer]. Call it two
minutes, and he will yield back what he does not use.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SwiTzER]
is recognized.

Mr. SWITZER. Mr. Speaker, I have always favored pro-
tection to American industry, in the belief that it resulted in
protection to American labor. Holding such a view and keep-
ing in mind the fact that one of the great objects sought in
granting protection to American industry is to give indirect
protection to American labor, I feel that as a protectionist I
should support all legislation that will give reasonably direct
Drotection to the laboring classes of this country.

I voted to pass a similar bill over the veto of ex-President
Taft, and I intend to vote to pass this bill over the veto of
President Wilson. [Applause.] )

The need of diversified industries in order that we may be
self-supporting and independent of other nations is now being
accentuated because of the war raging in Europe.

The object of a protective tariff is to build up, diversify, and
maintain American industries, and give to the American laborer
an opportunity for employment at a wage sufficiently remunera-
tive to enable him to maintain our standard of living and lay
something by for a rainy day.

A protective tariff law has always increased the opportunity
to obtain employment, resulting in increased wages, and has
always brought thrift and prosperity to the people; and a free-
trade tariff law has always produced the opposite result—closed
factories and mines, depressed business, and created an army
of the unemployed stretching across the country from ocean to
ocean. At least such has been the actual working out of these
two opposing policies during the past 25 years of our history.

I am therefore thoroughly convinced that the products of
American factories, mines, forests, and the farm should be
protected from free competition with like products of low-paid
foreign labor by the imposition of reasonable tariff duties on
the imported article, to the end that American labor may
readily find employment and that such employment be fairly
safeguarded.

The pending measure seeks to directly protect labor, and
what is particularly denominated common labor, from the
unrestricted influx of unskilled labor from Europe, and espe-
cially from the eastern and southern parts of Europe. While
the bill earrles many provisions increasing in innumerable
ways our present protection against the insane, physically and
mentally defective, the diseased, the pauper, contract labor, and
against the degenerate, immoral, and criminal classes, its
primary object is to afford some additional protection to the
laboring classes of our country by providing the “ literacy test,”
requiring all immigrants to pass an examination in reading
before they shall be allowed to enter our gates. It is claimed
by those who have given the subject careful study that the
past enforcement of the *literacy test” would have barred
from this country yearly at least 300,000 of the great horde of
immigrants that have been landing on our shores during the
past few years, a class which has come into direct competition
with the common labor of this country.

While I dislike very much to discriminate against the man
who can not read, as he frequenily makes an excellent citizen,
and is usually a hard-working and honest man, still the Immi-
gration Commission after a long investigation and research
have been unable to discover a better method for restricting
this great stream of immigrants which has been pouring into
our country year after year until their increased numbers have
crowded out of .employment the American laborer and aug-
mented the army of our unemployed by the hundreds of thou-
sands, contributing to the want and distress from which our
laboring classes are now suffering.

Our country has been the asylum for the oppressed of all
lands. We have been generous to the distressed of all coun-
tries, whether the result of religious persecution, war, famine,
pestilence, or other calamities t:at have overtaken them, and
we have given bountifully of our substance and have frequently
extended over them the protective arm of our Government, and
our enlightened sympathies and high sense of duty to humanity
will cause us to quickly and amply respond to such demands
in the future; but we must look to the safeguarding of our own
household in order to insure our future ability to respond to
such demands by adopting those policies which will promote
thrift and prosperity and save American institutions from the
slough of decay through an overassimilation of the uneducated
and in many instances un-American notions of civil liberty.

The perpetuity of a representative government depends upon
the intelligence of its citizenship, and we therefore spend mil-
lions of dollars for the cause of education and in building up
our great public-school system, and it seems to me that so long as
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we have thousands of laborers unemployed and who are clamor-
ing for work at even a living wage we ought to attempt to
check that stream of immigration which not only adds largely
to this army of the unemployed, but which tends to offset the
benefits derived from our public-school system, and which lowers
the standard of intelligence of the American electorate.

The percentage of illiteracy in certain European countries
is much higher than in the United States, while in some it is
considerably lower. According to the census of the United
States for 1910, of the entire population of 10 years of age and
over, 7.7 per cent were illiterate; of the whites, 5 per cent were
jlliterate; and of the negroes, 30.4 per cent. Among the foreign-
born whites 12.7 per cent were illiterate, as compared with 3
per cent among the native whites.

The report of the Immigration Commission published in 1011
discloses that in 1900 Austria’s per cent of illiterate was 28.8;
Belgium, 21.9 per cent; Hungary, 41 per cent; Portugal, 75.1
per cent; Servia, 83 per cent; Spain, 63.8 per cent; Ifaly, 48.5
per cent in 1905; Roumania, 61.4 per cent in 1809; and Russia,
72 per cent in 1897.

The “literacy test” is aimed at the streams of immigration
coming from the large illiterate populations of the eastern and
southern European countries. -

By excluding *all aliens over 16 years of age, physically
capable of reading, who can not read the English language or
some other language or dialect, including Hebrew or Yiddish,
with certain exceptions,” we expect to check the avalanche of
immigrants that has been pouring in upon us during the past
few years.

Ex-President Taft based his veto of the Burnett-Dillingham
immigration bill on the reasons set forth in the letter of the
Secretary of Commerce and Labor, Mr. Nagel, which accom-
panied his veto message. Mr. Nagel contended that the “ literacy
test ” would be difficult of enforcement and would entail a con-
siderably increased expense on the part of the Government, and
he further contended that—

We need labor in this country, and the natives are unwilling to do the
work which the allens come over to do.

He evidently believed that we were in no danger of an over-
supply of laborers, for in the conclusion of his letter he says in
part, referring to the “literacy test,” that—

It is based upon a fallacy in undertaking to apply a test which is not
calculated to reach the truth, and to find relief from a danger which
does not really exist.

While industrial conditions under the administration of ex-
President Taft were so prosperous as to lead him, as well as
his Secretary of Commerce and Labor, to feel that we were in
no danger from an oversupply of laber, no one will claim that
these conditions obtain to-day. President Wilson, while vetoing
the present bill because of the *literacy test,” has been com-
pelled to seek other reasons for his action than those set forth
by ex-President Taft. He states that it is a radical departure
from the traditional and long-established policy of this country,
and that—

In this bill it 1s proposed to turn away from the tests of character
and quality and impose tests which exclunde and restriet.

The primary object in enacting the proposed legislation is to
protect the American laborer from direct competition with the
foreign laborer. I know of no way of doing this except by some
method which will exclude or restrict the foreigner from coming
into this country. All protective measures must be to some ex-
tent arbitrary in their application.

President Wilson states if this country desires to adopt an
arbitrary policy of restriction that we have a perfect right to
do so. But he seems to doubt that there is a universal senti-
ment throughout the Nation for such a policy. This proposi-
tion has been before the American people for the past 20 years,
and has been the subject of thorough investigation by a com-
mission appointed by Congress, whose work extended over a
number of years, with the result that this test was recom-
mended by a majority of the commissioners. It has been con-
sidered time and again by the thousands of farm, labor, and
patriotic organizationis throughout the country, and has been
universally indorsed by these bodies. It carried by more than
a two-thirds vote in the Senate of the last Congress over the
veto of President Taft, and lacked but a few votes of receiving
a two-thirds vote in the House. It received more than a two-
thirds vote in the House at this session of Congress, and prac-
tically a unanimous vote in the Senate, the vote being 50 for
and 7 against the proposition. I know of no better index of
the sentiment of the people upon this question than the over-
whelming majorities cast in its favor during this and the last
Congresses. It does not seem to me to be possible that so large
a number of the Senators and Representatives of these two Con-
gresses could be mistaken as to the sentiment of their respective

constituencies. I feel sure that there is an overwhelming senti-
ment in my district in favor of the passage of this bill, as I have
had pumerous letters of individuals and resolutions of patriotic
and labor organizations urging its enactment, and not a single
letter or remonstrance, verbal or written, to the contrary. I
shall accordingly cast my vote to pass the bill over the veto
of the President, believing that such a law will tend to bring
some relief to the depressed labor conditions throughout the
country.

Mr. Speaker, I yleld back the remainder of my time.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman yields back half a minute.

Mr. BURNETT. Mr. Speaker, I yield 15 minutes to the gen-
tleman from California [Mr. RARER].

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California [Mr. RAKER]
is recognized for 15 minutes.

[Mr. RAKER addressed the House. See Appendix.]

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr, GOLDFOGLE. Mr. Te—en

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise?

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. To make the point of order that there is
no quorum present.

SeveRar MEMBERS. Oh, no!

Mr. SABATH. Will not the gentleman withdraw the point
of order?

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. I withdraw the point.

Mr. MOORE. I yield 80 minutes to the gentleman from
Minnesota [Mr. MANAHAN].

Mr, MANAHAN. Mr. Speaker, I am not persuaded by the
suggestions just made by the gentleman from California [Mr.
Raxer] that labor organizations all over the country have peti-
tioned this Congress to pass this bill over the President's veto.
I am aware of the fact, however, that a large number of officials
of labor organizations have worked up quite a sentiment in favor
of the bill and in favor of overturning the President’s veto. I
presume that every Member of the House has had telegrams and
letters from the officials of labor organizations to the effect that
it was the duty of Congress to pass this legislation in the inter-
est of labor.

But I beg to suggest, as every Member of the House knows,
that it is very easy for one of the officials of the Federation of
Labor here in Washington, by a few telegrams and letters on
his part to subordinate officials over the country, to obtain this
flood of telegrams and letters, which mean nothing so far as the
sentiment of the rank and file of labor is concerned.

I do not hesitate to say, as one who has battled a long time
for the cause of labor, that this illiteracy test does not reflect
the judgment or the wishes of the rank and file of the toilers
of this Nation deliberately formed. [Applause.] It does not re-
flect the cause of labor, which is more important. It does not
reflect the best interests of labor, which is still more important,

How men in earnest, as I know men are, who have been
leading the cause of union labor in this country can ever come
to the unsound conclusion they have regarding this bill is be-
yond my comprehension. Their conclusion shows that they
have not studied and do not understand the great underlying
causes that have made the lot of the toiling man so hard to
bear. They think, forsooth, that if they can pass some sort of
legislation that will close the doors to competitors in labor
that they thereby benefit the cause of labor. How foolish that
idea is. Just as though the toiling man's wage is ever fixed by
the number of toiling men willing to take the job. Do not men
know that the wage of the laborer is not measured in such a
way at all, but is measured by those fundamental laws that
control the distribution of wealth and that divert the streams
produced by labor and by land, those great laws regarding
trusts, corporations, and transportation, and grain exchanges,
all these great fundamental movements of commerce—those are
the laws that congest into a few hands the wealth of the Nation
and take unjustly from those who produce it; and the man is
in the kindergarten class of politics and statesmanship who does
not see and who does not understand that the cause of labor
is measured, influenced, and controlled by the great laws of
distribution of the products of labor, and reflect the wisdom
or lack of wisdom of the laws controlling corporations and mo-
nopolies, laws measuring the tax imposed by transportation
companies and marketing exchanges of the country, and not by
the number of competitors.

Why, gentlemen, is it not clear to every thinking man that
the welfare of labor is measured by how much of the products
of labor the toiling men are able to hold as their reward for
toiling? 1Is not that clear? Now, it is obvious that the wealth
of the Nation is made by the toiling men altogether, Is it not
equally clear that if you increase the number of toiling men by
immigration you increase the nggregate wealilh created for dis-
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tribution? More men means more wealth produced; more toil-
ers mean more necessities of life brought into existence to feed
hungry men, to clothe shivering men.

Mr. MOORE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MANAHAN. Yes.

Mr. MOORE. Is it not true that every man who creates
wealth consumes the products produced by other toilers of the
country, and thus is useful in two ways?

Mr. MANAHAN. An obvious thing; and yet the gentleman
from Pennsylvania knows that many men in this House are
swayed by such an intolerant, narrow, and selfish point of view
that they ean not really comprehend that simple proposition of
economics. Do not these intolerant men with prejudiced minds
realize that if a million toiling men ecame in the next 10 years,
this million toiling men will produce a mighty accumulation of
what? Of the things that the laboring men need for their pros-
perity and comfort of life; food to eat, clothing to wear, shoes
to wear, and houses in which to live.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MANAHAN. Yes.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. The gentleman assumes that
the million men will always be at work and all the others, also.

Mr. MANAHAN. I say in reply to the gentleman from Wash-
ington that he is not fit to sit as a representative of his con-
stituents in this body if he does not realize that a wise Govern-
ment wonld see to it that every willing man in the United States
would have work to do, and plenty of it, if the great wealth of
this Nation was not controlled by selfish, greedy men, and if
the great opportunities of this Nation were opened up to the
toiling men of the Nation. [Applause.]

The gentleman knows that in his own State of Washington
there are acres and acres of valuable timber to be cut, hundreds
of mines to be opened, dams to be built, bridges to be con-
structed, and with that unlimited field of human opportunity
he has the effrontery to stand up and ask the question, Would it
not be necessary for the Government to find employment for
immigrants coming to our shores? What kind of statesmanship
is it in this great arena that we possess in this country that
allows s0 many men to remain out of employment? Why, gen-
tlemen, in the State of Washington alone there are untold
resources sufficient to give employment to every man who with
wistful eyes in Europe turns this way hoping for an oppor-
tunity to make a home for himself and family.

If men coming in, or now here, fail to find opportunity to
make homes for themselves the fault lies in our lack of states-
manship, in our lack of intelligence, in our lack of far-seeing
patriotism that fails to open these opportunities to these men
anxious and willing to work. [Applause.]

Mr. KELLEY of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. MANAHAN. Yes.

Mr. KELLEY of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman, of
course, understands that there are a great many hundreds of
thousands of men out of work now. What I want to know is
how it will improve the conditions to add more to the already
unemployed list?

Mr. McKENZIE. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for
a question?

Mr. MANAHAN, That is two at once.

Mr. McKENZIE, My question will be short. I would like
to ask the gentleman if he does not think the laboring men of
America are competent to decide what is for their best interest;
and, if so, why do they not oppose this legislation? [Applause.]

Mr. MANAHAN. Mr. Speaker, the laboring men of Ameriea,
if given a fair opportunity to have the question put up to them,
are competent to decide, but I answer the gentleman by saying
that it never has been put up to them. There is not a laboring
man in the United States who will take issue with the funda-
mental statements that I have been making. There is not a
laboring man in the United States who will not agree with me
that the trouble with labor is not in the number of competitors,
but in the selfish greed of big business that takes from him the
fruits of his toil; there is not a laboring man anywhere on earth,
in labor unions or outside of them, who does not know that he
needs food to eat that must be grown by the toil of other men,
that he needs clothes to wear that must be made by the toil of
other men, that he needs a place in which to live that must be
constructed by the muscle of fellow laboring men, and how
does he think that he ean get more food to eat or better cloth-
ing to wear or better houses in which to live by keeping from
this country laboring-men who are willing to grow food, make
clothes, and build houses for him?

Coming to the question of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr,
KeLrey], which asked how it would improve the condition of
laboring men to have others come, I say this, that I thought

I was making it clear that what laboring men needed was
opportunity to work, and the man who says that in this coun-
try of ours there is not an opportunity for laboring men had
better go back to the kindergarten and study elementary
geography. [Applause.]

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MANAHAN. Yes. 3

Mr. POWERS. What laws would the gentleman suggest
that would bring this opportunity to the laboring man? We
would like something specific on that score.

Mr. MANAHAN. That is a very simple proposition, and T
am surprised that the gentleman from Kentucky would ask a
question so elementary [laughter]; yet I ought not to say that
I am surprised.

Mr. KELLEY of Michigan rose.

Mr. MANAHAN. ODb, let me answer one guestion at a time.
The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Poweers] asked me for
some suggestions, and I said at first that I was surprised that
he should, but when I consider that he comes from a con-
stituency where something in the neighborhood of 80 per cent
of the people are illiterate I am not surprised. [Applause and
laughter.] I should not have mentioned this argument, be-
cause, in a way, it is an argument in favor of the literacy test.

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. Would not a little Republican
legislation also help? \

Mr. DONOVAN. Mr. Speaker, a point of order. [Laughter.]
The gentleman has no right fo interrupt a speaker without first
addressing the Chair.

The SPEAKER. That is true; but the gentleman from Min-
nesota has a right to yield if he desires; and if he does not de-
sire to yield it is his business to indicate it.

Mr. DONOVAN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MANAHAN. Yes.

Mr. DONOVAN. Mr. Speaker,’ I appeal to the gentleman, in-
asmuch as this is the only intelligent address we will have here,
to take the floor and keep it, so that we may hear it fully.

Mr, MANAHAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to answer the gentle-
man from Kentucky [Mr. Powers] as to the remedies that will
give employment to the laboring men of this country. I will
have to be very brief, but I say, first, that the full enforcement
of the Sherman antitrust law would be one step in that direc-
tion. The destruction of monopolies in this country and the
prevention of great corporations from exploiting the public by
stock-watering manipulation of assets and indirect graft by
their officials would be another step. 8till another would be the
lowering of freight rates instead of raising them [applause]
and the squeezing out of the water in the stock of all public-
service, and especially all transportation, companies. Another
stupendous step would be the freeing of great market places from
the intolerable monopolies that now control them and the en-
couragement of agriculture by placing the burden of taxation
upon unused and undeveloped land. All of these would be steps
in that direction. Another would be the opening up of the great
natural resources of the country by the Government itself for
the benefit of all the people. Why, this Government could put
a million men to work building roads in this country—roads
that would make the cost of living less to every toiling man;
roads that would make the channels of commerce busy with the
activities of both labor and capital; roads that would stimulate
every line of industry; great roads over which could be hauled
cheaply the fruits of the earth and the products of toil—not
only roads, but the Government could construet great dams and
public works of reclamation, irrigation, and drainage, where
countless millions of men could work in the production of food
and other necessaries of life for the common good of all and
every man willing to work could get work. But, you say, would
not that increase the taxes?

I have heard men ask foolish questions like that. I have
heard Congressmen who considered themselves quite intelligent
ask the simple question, How can the Government give laboring
men employment without adding to the tax burden of the people?
apparently unable to comprehend the simple proposition that
every man who toils, whether he works for the Government or
an ordinary employer, produces more wealth than he gets, and
the whole Nation is richer by his toil, whether he works for
the State or for private capital. If a million men come to this
country and toil here for the next five years, whether they work
for the Government on public works, or for railroads in trans-
portation, or on the farms in raising erops, no matter wlhere,
they will increase the wealth of the country, the food supply for
laborers, -as well as increase the market for the manufactured
product made by other toilers.

‘Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr., MANAHAN. I yield.




1915.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

3037

Mr. POWERS. The gentleman suggests that the bullding of
good roads throughout the country would greatly ald laboring
men. I would ask the gentleman if it is not true that this
House hasg already passed a measure of that character, which is
now in the Senate, and that the President has put the cold hand
of death upon it?

Mr. MANAHAN. I have no custody over the President's cold
hand of death; I do not know anything about it. [Laughter.]
But I can suggest to the gentleman from Kentucky and to the
Democratic Members of this House that if nothing worse can be
said about the President’s record than by reference to this veto
he is fortunate indeed as Chief Executive of this Nation, be-
cause I think tha* he has approached the highest point he has
yet attained as President of the United States when he put the
stamp of disapproval upon this un-American bill. [Applause.]

This phrase reminds me that there are in the United States
quite an aggregation of men who style themselves patriotic
orders of one sort or another, who have deluged the Congress by
petitions and letters to pass this on the theory that everything
but the old stock is un-American, arrogating to themselves a
higher concention of American nationality than that held by
men of foreizn birth and their children. I know I dignify more
than they deserve the bigoted leaders of these organizations by
referring to them at all in this debate, but there are men in
this House who are actuated by a sort of subtle fear that these
so-called patriotic societies have influence commensurate with
their intolerant gall and effrontery and that they may have
some merit to back their clalms to patriotism; but common
sense applied to the known facts of American history shows that
these intolerant men, of narrowed minds, of poisoned hearts, are
themselves out of place in our free air, and have yet to grasp in
the slightest degree the meaning of human liberty and the
mission of this Government. What is the spirit of this Govern-
ment that from its inception has made it what it is? It has
been that sublime spirit of fraternity and kindness; of gentle-
ness and asylum, as the President so well expressed it in his
message of disapproval. It has been the very essence of shelter-
ing and universal asylum that has made this country truly great.
Why, what is a nation? Is it a matter of battleships and
armies? Is it a matter of bank accounts or balances of trade?
Is a nation measured by geography or by its material wealth?
Not in the right conception of nationality. A nation is a
spiritual thing, and when you gentlemen who favor this meas-
ure take the narrow, selfish point of view that because we have
got a good thing in this country therefore we must exclude men
from foreign lands from sharing it—when you take that ma-
terial, selfish point of view you repudiate the essential principle
of this Government and the spirit that gave it life at the be-
ginning. Not only that, it is unwise economically as well as
being unfair, un-Christian, and unkind.

Furthermore, I suggest that right now in the Old World is
being enacted the most tragie illustration of the folly and in-
sanity of the spirit of selfishness, such selfishness as even in our
own land here and now actuate the men who are backing this
measure; the selfishness of men who want to take the property of
all men and hold it to themselyves, of men who would profit by
the gifts of Almighty God and to the exclusion of other men
just as deserving in His sight, I say there is being enacted
in Europe a tragic illustration of what comes to nations when
they permit their destiny to be shaped by greed, avarice, and
selfishness; when they permit the spirit of materialism to
control them; when, with greedy hearts, they would take what
somebody else produces, and take it by force of arms if nee-
essary. You would not take it by force of arms, perhaps, yet
you would hold it by this legislation. You would deny other
men the opportunity to labor, to produce wealth from nature,
under the same pretense of self-preservation that drives the
mighty armies of Europe on one side or the other. Ob, the
spirit of materialism and of greed, the spirit of avarice and
of power, the spirit of selfishness! Oh, the selfishness of this
bill—the brutal selfishness of it! It is a blind and ignorant
selfishness, too, because instead of benefiting those who think
they would be benefited it would injure them and make them
more helpless in the grind of greed. But that does not relieve
those who strive to destroy our Nation as the refuge of the
oppressed of the odium of being actuated by selfish motives,
That does not relieve them of the odium of seeking by this
legislation to take away opportunities from other men just
as deserving.

The President well said that the inspiration of this people
from the beginning, the star of hope that led them throngh
every difficulty, was always symbolic of universal brotherhood
and of the equality of man. The immortal declaration penned
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by Jefferson that all men are created equal and endowed of
certain inalienable rights, of life, property, and the pursuit of
happiness, meant just what it said. Jefferson did not say all
men within the confines of these 13 colonies are entitled to these
rights, but he said all men. Thus spoke the philosopher when
he was discoursing upon the rights of men as such, all men,
whether they be from the south of Europe or from the north |
of Europe or from New England or Kentucky. So, I say that
is the spirit of this great Nation, and a nation’s greatness is
measured by its spirit and not by its wealth or by its arma-
ments or its bank account. Youn once inject into the spirit of
a great nation the selfishness of exclusion, the selfishness of
greed, the selfishness of appropriating what belongs by God’s
decree to all mankind, you once inject that into this Nation
and it is the beginning of the end. Just as we are now wit-
nessing on the far fields of Europe, where the best of the
toiling men are being destroyed in mighty battalions, because
their Governments and the Governments of their opponents
permitted action to be taken along lines of selfishness for their
own people without regard to the rights of other people. Until
a nation is content with spiritual power and until it can recog-
nize the rights of men as such regardless of where their cradle
rocked, until a nation is content with power of serving all men
created in the image and likeness of Almighty God, it has no
place in history, and no credit in all the annals of time.

I only hope that this great Nation of ours will put behind
it the spirit of greed, the spirit of selfishness, the spirit of im-
perialism and of power, and open its heart, as it did at the be-
ginning, to the toiling sons of Europe, its honest men and honest
women who seek opportunity to work and to live, and to do
their full duty as human beings. If this Nation has the wisdom
to do that all will be well. If we, its representatives to-day,
have the wisdom to forget the manufactured sentiment, and the
clamoring of bigoted men on the outside, we will sustain the
President in his veto. [Applause.]

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. LENroor].

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Speaker, there are but two propositions
embodied in the President's message calling for consideration
of the House at this time. The first proposition laid down by
the President is inferentially, and almost expressly, that we owe
an obligation to those foreign countries superior to the obliga-
tion which we owe to our own citizenship. [Applause.] He
stands for the open door in immigration, subject to restriction
only with reference to mental and physical defects and criminal
tendencies.

Mr, Speaker, we have no such obligation. The guestion is the
effect of unrestricted immigration upon our own citizenship and
upon our economic conditions, and that, Mr. Speaker, is an obli-
gation that we owe superior to that which we may owe to any
general question of any general brotherhood of men. [Ap-
plause.] Our obligation, Mr. Speaker, to our own citizenship is
to do that which is within our constitutional power to enlarge
the opportunities for the average citizen of the United States,
to do those things, Mr. Speaker, which will elevate the character
of the citizenship of this Nation. And if unrestricted immigra-
tion will narrow the opportunities of the citizenshp now here,
if its effects may be to lower the general character of the citi-
zenship, then our obligation is to pass this bill over the veto of
the President. Whether such wounld be the effect of the passage
of this bill is a fair subject of discussion upon which patriotic
men differ.

But the President in his message does not touch upon that
question. It is simply the broad question of whether our
superior obligation is to those abroad rather than to those now
here. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. MaAXAHAN] spoke of
the selfishness of this kind of legislation. Why, Mr, Speaker,
whatever our individual views may be, as a theoretical matter,
it is our sworn duty to legislate for the people who have sent us
here to represent them. And as for selfishness, it is the same
kind of selfishness, sir, and none other, as the selfishness you
exercise with reference to having a little greater care for the
opportunities for the children of your own family than you have
for the opportunities of the children of your neighbors. [Ap-
plause.] It is a proper kind of selfishness, and unless, sir, we
have that kind of selfishness, if you choose to ecall it such, for
the people of our own country, there is little hope, indeed, for
our own future.

The next proposition, Mr. Speaker, that the President lays
down is that be is not unalterably opposed to this legislation,
but that the American people have never expressed themselves
upon this subject. He says:

Does this bill rest upon the conscious nnd universal assent and desire
of the American people? I doubt it. It is because I doubt it that I
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make bold te dissent from it. I am willing to abide by the verdlct,
but not until it has been rendered.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Wisconsin
has expired.

Mr. GARDNER. The gentleman from California [Mr. KexNT]
is not going to use his time, and I therefore will yield the five
minutes to the gentleman from Wisconsin.

Mr. LENROOT. He said:

Let the platforms of speak out upen this and
people prougunce thelr wﬂ'hm I-, 3 i e

Now, Mr. Speaker, under ordinary circumstances it would be
assumed that a measure that was favored by one Congress by
an overwhelming majority, an election had intervened, and an-
other elected by the people, and that second Congress
by a two-thirds majority had expressed itself in the same way
upon that subject—ordinarily, a= I say, Mr. Speaker, that would
be taken as some evidence of what the public sentiment was
upon that question. Dut the President of the United States
casts that all aside. So far as Republicans are concerned, he
perhaps ought not to be condemned for casting their votes for
this bill aside, for in his Indianapolis speech he said that the
Republicans were either blind, misguided, or most of them
ignorant. But the majority of you Democrats of both Houses
have voted for this bill, voted for it two years ago, an over-
whelming majority voted for it a short time ago, and what about
you? Ought not th. President of the United States to infer
that you represent the sentiment of the people upon this ques-
tion? But no; he says you do not represent the people. And
perhaps he onght not to be condemned too greatly for that, be-
cause this is the first important measure that has reached the
President of the United States where you have exercised your
own judgment at all. It is the first measure that you have
passed where you have not first obtained the consent of the
President of the United States to pass it. And inasmuch as you
did not first obtain his consent, it is natural enough that the
veto message is here before us. He says it was not in a politi-
cal platform. Suppose it was in a political platform, what
would it amount to? I need not refer to some provisions that
are in a present political platform, and there is not a Democrat
looking me in the eye to-day who will say that some of the
promises in the platform amounted to the snap of your finger.
Perhaps the President takes the position that it shall be tried
out in the next election, and that if the Democrats put this in
their next platform and the President is defeated, that then it
will be an expression that they do not want this legislation.
But, Mr. Speaker, you might place in your next platform all the
promises that the mind of man could conceive of, and among
them this one, and the American people would not pay the
slightest attention to that promise, because the test will be not
the promises that you malke in your platform but what you have
done ‘}vith the power that you have had while you have been in
control.

Mr. Speaker, there is no direct referendum on this question.
There can be none. And, indeed, if a defeat of a President of
the United States who has vetoed this legislation is any indica-
tion of public sentiment on this question, I recall that President
Taft two years ago vetoed this very bill, and that Taft is not
the President of the United States to-day. [Applause.]

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to my col-
league from Illinois [Mr. GALLAGHER].

Mr. GALLAGHER. Mr. Speaker, I am unalterably opposed
to this legislation and have before on other occasions cast my
vote against this bill. In doing so I have been prompted by
the best of motives and the best of feeling for the best interests
and the general welfare of my country and for the great body
of people who are unable to plead here to-day for themselves. I
come from the city of Chicago and the great West. The develop-
ment of this part of our country and these States is the direct
result of a policy that has been followed by our Government for
over 125 or 180 years. We have grown and builded not by a
policy of restriction, but by a policy of liberality and a policy
of welcome for all who have come here to aid us. In my city
are gathered representatives of most of the races coming from
every section of the world ; nearly every tongue is spoken; news-
papers printed in most every foreign language are issued daily
and weekly, and the effect of this has been for good and of great
benefit; and in consequence of it we are solving the problems of
the greater future of this country. The old theory of America
for Americans I had hoped had long since passed away, and
to-day new and more important issues were before us.

I was more than pleased with the President’s veto of this
bill, and the sentiments conveyed in his message are worthy of
more than a passing thought. He has laid great stress upon the
fact that the people of the United States have never had this

issue presented to them, and it is true. I appeal to every man
here to inguire if this is not a true statement. The message
stated that while we are the Representatives of the people yet
this issue was never submitted to be passed upon in a campaign
at large before the people.

Persons and associations banded together and organized for
mutual and econoemic purposes have unguestionably expressed
opinions, but let us examine their protests. Are they not
signed by the leaders of the interests, and not the voice or the
wishes of the persons whom they pretend to represent? The
great masses of our people, however, have not passed upon
this question.

I have always believed in party fidelity and party loyalty,
and I appeal to my friends on my side of the House to remem-
ber that we have a leader to-day in the White House who dares
to express his opinion, and having expressed it appeals fo us to
sustain him. That chivalrous spirit ever makes a union success-
ful and powerful. For over 50 years the Democratic Party has
not been in power for any length of time, and during all of that
period we have looked for a leader. I am saying nothing
against any other parties, many members of which will stand
back of the President to-day; but I do appeal to that unity of
purpose, that unity of interest which the President is entitled
to at this hour. It has been stated on this floor that both
parties have in their platforms asserted the right of restriction
of aliens. In reply to this I will only say that when the plat-
form of my party is examined it will be found that the restric-
tions there mentioned were never intended to exclude those
affected by the literacy test, but the dominant thought was to
keep out the undesirables of Hurope, and nothing more; and
it is unjust to state, as has been stated here to-day, that the
platforms of both parties are against the statements made by
the President. All this is hardly true when you analyze the
real object and intent. You gentlemen can not point fo a
single rostrum where an advocate stood representing either
party submitting the issue as to the literacy test to the people
as a part of his argument.

I am surprised at the woeful lack of knowledge that Members
display here in regard to our foreign population by advocating
this legislation. Do they know anything of those people?
Have they ever lived among them to any extent? I do not
think so.

I come from and live in a district that is made up entirely of
foreigners. The Polish population in my district, the Italian
population, the Jewish population exceed by far in numerical

that of any single district in the United States. My
district is in the very heart of the great populous and enterpris-
ing city of Chicago. Upon this district in finance, industry,
and conveniences these great and progressive peoples by their
sterling qualities of manhood and womanhood have impressed
their enterprising individuality. And against these people, than
whom no more moral or God-fearing people ever lived any-
where, we hear a lot of cheap talk, senseless tommyrot, which
proves undeniably that those who declare these sentiments are
grossly ignorant of the gualities of these peoples and convince
the initiated that they positively do not know what they are
talking about. [Laughtier and applause.]

These people come here to better their condition, and they are
positively doing it, and if yon want any evidence of this fact
come into my district and I will show you just as great
churches, just as good schools, just as big banks, just as happy
homes, and just as numerous and just as prosperous people as
you can find anywhere upon God’s footstool. [Applause.]

The youth of that district crowd the schools and colleges, pre-
paring for all the learned professions of law, medicine, dentistry,
pedagogy, and devoting their best mental energies to the study
of the arts and sciences,

I see my friend from California [Mr. Raxes] smiling sar-
donically over there, as he always does when the plain truth is
distasteful to him. He referred to some steamboat companies
or shipping interests on the Pacific coast, telling us about the
crews they employed upon their boats, but he did not tell us
anything about the people who unload those boats upon the
docks, the poor people who are compelled to unload them upon
the docks, who are striving hard to better their conditions, and
who have an interest in this matter. [Applause.]

The President’s veto message is a masterly document, show-
ing a breadth of vision and a wealth of information of which
he has been able to secure possession by reason of the facili-
ties at his disposal to accumulate it. His reasoning is sound,
his argument unanswerable, and his patriotism unimpeachable.
He has spoken in this ringing appeal with a clearness and a
force that will inevitably convince anyone whose mind is free
from prejudice and whose spirit is not burdened with intoler-
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ance. He has spoken not for the present alone but for all time | who, having been admitted to this country, has made applica-

to come, blazing the way for future statesmen to build up a
Nation here in our beloved America that is destined to become
the most cosmopolitan, the most progressive, and the most pros-
perous that the sun, in all its course, has ever shone upon.

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gen-
tleman from Colorado [Mr. KiNpEL].

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Colorado [Mr. KiNDEL]
is recognized for five minutes.

Mr. KINDEL. Mr. Speaker, I am glad of the opportunity to
express my sentiments, which will be subjective, rather than
objective. I am the son of an immigrant. My father came to
this country and he could only write his name. He was as
sturdy and as honest a citizen and as useful a citizen as any
man that I know of, and I, his humble son, will say, without
egotism, that I have, in my humble way, done more for the
general mass of the people to reduce the cost of living by cham-
pioning fair and equitable transportation rates than I dare say
any other man on the floor of this House [applause], because
I have for twenty-odd years devoted myself to the subject of
transportation, the eurrency of which everybody kunows, or,
rather, ought to know, is paramount to the currency of money
in the development of our country. [Applause.]

I am surprised that you want to come here and legislate
against a man who can not write because of the literacy test.
Why do you not keep out the European goods? Why do you let
them come in here at a less rate than is charged to transport
domestic goods from interior points? Why, I was forced to
buy geods in England simply because I could save $75 a car
from Liverpool via Galveston to Denver instead of from New
York via Galveston to Denver.

It is the snme way with the express companies. The foreign
parcel post, in conjunction with American express companies,
will charge you $1.20 for a package of a certain kind, whereas
our domestic express companies, shipping a similar package
from New York to the same point or destination will charge you
$1.75. On the foreign shipment our express companies receive
but 24 cents. The parcel post comes along, and it is said it
was introduced in order to reduce the cost of living. I am sur-
prised that not one of you has gotten up here to challenge me
and to say that these things that I have poinfed out are not
correct. Now, in order to prove these figures, I have repeatedly
issued statement after statement; and now I wish in a concrete
way to show you what is happening with the parcel post. I
am surprised that the labor unions have not taken this mat-
ter up.

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Colorado yleld to
the gentleman from California?

Mr. KINDEL. Yes.

Mr. RAKER. I understand the gentleman is in favor of this
billt and its provisions as to exclusion, except as to the literacy
test?

Mr. KINDEL. Yes. I say the literacy test is wrong—to
hold that up——

2 lI;f.rir. RAKER. Is the gentleman in favor of the rest of the

Mr. KINDEL. Oh, yes. I do not want eriminals and imbe-
ciles or other undesirables of that kind to be allowed to come
to this country, but I am most emphatically opposed to the lit-
eracy test.

Now, I will show you what has happened in regard to the
parcel post, which the Postmaster General has said reduces the
cost of living. A 5-pound parcel from New York to Denver
would cost 51 cents by parcel post; by express it is 37 cents.
A 10-pound package from New York to my city of Denver would
be $1.01 by parcel post, while by express it is 57 cents. A 20-
pound parcel by parcel post would be $2.01 from Denver to New
York, whereas by express it is 98 cents. A 050-pound parcel
from New York to Denver would be $5.01 as against $2.22,
Mind you, I am quoting the cost of transportation on edibles,
the things that reduce the cost of living. And yet this adminis-
tration has been for two years compounding and perpetuating
this error, with all the rest of the inexplicable and irrecon-
cilable rulings I complain of. [Applause.]

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SAUNDERS).
the gentleman from Colorado has expired.

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gen-
tleman from New York [Mr. Levy].

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New
York [Mr. Levy] is recognized for five minutes.

Mr. LEVY. Mr. Speaker, section 19 of the pending immigra-
tion bill is so ambiguous and uncertain and so loosely drawn as
to give unlimited power to the immigration authorities who
have charge of deportation. Suppose, for instance, that an alien
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tion for citizenship papers, and the probabilities are that he
would receive his final papers at the expiration of five years;
then, perchance, some designing person would make complaint
to the Bureau of Immigration that this alien, who is on the
verge of recelving his final papers, was subject to some of the
provisions of this bill, it would place in the hands of that
burean unlimited power. Perhaps some innocent female might
be taken advantage of by the exercise of such a power—a power
far exceeding any lettres de cachet issued during the reign
of Louis XIV—and she might be deported without being given
any fair notice whatever.

Under the existing law innocent women have been charged
with erimes of which they were perfectly innocent and deported
without any protection, and it is now time for legislators to
prevent the enactment of such unjust and extraordinary laws
and to properly protect the immigrant and to curb such enor-
mous power as deporting anyone who has been in this country
for a period of five years. No such power should be placed in
the hands®of any official or representative of the Government
unless properly safeguarded, but as the proposed section is now
drawn it gives unlimited power to officials to deport perfectly
innocent persons. This section alone should be sufficient to
sustain the presidential veto and thus defeat the measure.

The whole gpirit and proposition of this bill is opposed to the
principles of American institutions and the Democratic Party.
Such a measure was one of the causes of our throwing off the
yoke of Great Britain and bringing on the Revolution., In the
Declaration of Independence the following is contained con-
cerning the obstructions to immigration:

He has endeavored to prevent the population of these States, for that
urpose obstrocting the laws of natvrallzation of foreigners, refusing
o pass others to encourage thelr migration hither, and raising
mnglt[ons of new appropriations of lanﬁs.

And this very section which I refer to was one of the prin-
ciples advocated by the immortal Jefferson.

I opposed a similar measure in the Sixty-second Congress and
voted to sustain the veto of President Taft. In opposing such a
bill I sustain the principles of the Democratic Party as laid
down by Thomas Jefferson in his proclamation concerning for-
eigners, in which he said:

It has been the wise policy of these States to extend the protection
of their laws to all those who would settle among them of whatsoever
nation or religion thef might be, and to admit them to a participation
of the benefits of civil and religious freedom; and the benevolence of

practice, ns well as its salutary effects, renders it worthy of being
continued in future times.

In writing to Citizen Genet, the representative of the French
Government in this country, on the subject of free immigration
Mr. Jefferson said:

Our country is open to all men, to come and go peaceably when they
choose,

And, again, in writing to Gen. Kosciusko on the same subject
he said:

The session of the First Congress, convened since republicanism has
recovered its ascendency, * * * are opening the doors of hospi-
tality to fugitives from the oppressions of other countries.

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from New
York yield to the gentleman from Alabama?

Mr. LEVY. I can not yield.

Instead of abolishing the onerous shipping laws which are on
the statute books at the present time, this bill intensifies them
and makes them more obnoxious and more troublesome to our
merchant marine.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
expired?

Mr. LEVY. Can I have one more minute?

Mr, SABATH. 1 yield to the gentleman one minute.

Mr, LEVY. I sincerely hope that my colleagnes will vote to
sustain the veto of President Wilson, and by doing so they will
be following the teachings of the father of Democracy—Thomas
Jefferson.

The pending measure is very unfair to captains, masters,
agents, and consignees of vessels, as it lays down intricate rules
and regulations so difficult to construe as to make it almost im-
possible to eonform thereto, thus interfering with the efficiency
of our commerce and merchant marine service. [Applause.]

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Speaker, what is the score, please?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The score is as follows: The
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Burxerr] has 47 minutes, the
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GarpNER] has 54, and the
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SapaTH] has 51 minutes, and the
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore] has 28 minutes.

Mr. GARDNER. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from
Tennessee [Mr. AusTIN].

The time of the gentleman has
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Mr. AUSTIN. The gentleman from California [Mr. HAYEsS
has promised to yield to me three minutes. ;

The SPEAKER pro tempore.. How does the gentleman from
California get his time?

Mr. AUSTIN. I think he gets it from the gentleman from
Massachusetts [Mr. GARDNER].

Mr. GARDNER. I have yielded five minutes to the gentle-
man from Tennessee [Mr. AusTtin], and it has just been stated
to me that the gentleman from California [Mr. Hayves] is not
going to occupy as much time as I thought, so at the end of
the five minutes I hope to be allowed to yield to the gentleman
from Tennessee a little more time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That guestion will arise at that
time.

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Speaker, we are called upon this afternoon
to vote either for America or for the rest of the world. I am
for America first, last, and all the time. [Applause.] We are
called upon to decide by our votes whether we will legislate in
the interest of our own beloved country; our own honest and
deserving people; or in favor of foreign lands and alien people;
whether our consideration, justice, and charity shall begin at
home or on foreign shores; whether we prefer the interest and
advancement of the native and naturalized American citizen
or the far-away stranger from beyond the seas; whether we will
favor the four or five millions of unemployed American working-
men, or whether we will favor more than a million of idle
aliens who are landed upon our shores every 12 months by a
greedy Steamship Trust. [Applause.]

When this bill was under consideration in this House a year
ago, I read the following letter to show how aliens were used
to underbid and take labor from our own people:

EpwaAnrp HORVATH LABOR AGENCY,
124 EasT THIRD STREET,
XNew York City, October §, 1913.
B. E. & H. L. 8aerenp Co,,
Rockport, Me.
GENTLEMEX : Forelgn laborers are now available In this city for less
wages than you can secure men for in.your State,
re you in need of any? If so, we can offer for immediate shipment
any number of them of any desired nationality,
Trusting to hear from you, we are,
Very truly, yours, M. ExcEL, Manager.

After this letter was submitted, the gentleman from New York
City [Mr. CanTor] interrupted with this statement:
~ Oh, Mr. Chairman, that {s not an authorized labor agency at all.
are familiar with that letter. This is an old chestnut, 2 years old.

To prove that my statement was correct and the gentleman
from New York was in error, I offer the following letter from
the manager of the labor agency and a telegram from Commis-
sioner Bell, who, under the law, issues licenses in New York
City:

We

EpwarD HorvaATH LABOR AGENCY,
New York City, February 1, 1015,
Hon. R, W. AusTIX,

Member of Congress, Washington, D. C.

DEAR Sik: I am in receipt of your favor of the 30th ultimo, In which
you Inguire whether I am the manager of the Edward Horvath Labor
Agency. In repl{oto the above I beg to advise that I am as yet the
manager of the above concern, which has been in existence for the last
six years, and is duly llcensed and bonded by the city of New York in
accordance with the law.

In connection with the above, permit me to express my sm?rise as to
the knowlegée of that particular New York Member of the House, who
has“lntorm you that our agency was not legal, without license, and a
myth.

May I give you yet additional information which that particular
Member of the House could not furnish to you?

Yours, very truly,
M. ExceL, Manager.

New Yomrx, February 2, 1915,
R. W. Avsriy, Washington, D. O.:

Edward Horvath Labor Agency, 124 East Third Street, is licensed and
bonded according to law and was in 1013,

Gronce H. BELL, Commissioner.

As further evidence along the line of this offer to furnish
foreign laborers for lower wages in the State of Maine, of how
these people are used after their arrival in this country, I call
the attention of the House to what the members of a subcom-
mittee of which I was a member, in investigating the coal
strike in Colorado last spring, discovered. The proof shows the
places of the miners in the first or original strike, occurring
several years ago, were taken by foreigners who were shipped
in from eastern cities, and in the last strike, in 1913, the
strikers’ places were filled by labor agents in Pittsburgh, Pa.,
furnishing foreign miners, some of whom admitted on the wit-
ness stand they had been in this country three or four months,
When we had this immigration bill under consideration last
February I read an article from the daily New York Times,
showing there were 331,650 men out of employment in that city.
Judge E. H. Gary, chairman of the executive committee of the
unemployed, is authority for the statement that * from the best
estimate, the number of unemployed in New York City is

200,000 larger than it was at the same time last year.” So we
now have over 530,000 idle men in that city alone, and the
President favors a policy which means landing yearly on our
shores more than a million of idle persons, seeking work, from
foreign lands, practically all of them to go ashore in New York
City. I venture the assertion the great majority of the idle
men in New York City are foreigners who do not speak our
language and have no interest in our country except to get what
they can out of it, regardless of the interest or welfare of our
native or naturalized citizens.

President Wilson has vetoed this immigration bill, and in his
message he says the American p2ople have never passed upon
the illiteracy question. The Democrats in their national conyen-
tion several years ago placed this plank in their platform:

We hold that the most efficient way of protecting American labor is

to ?revent the importation of forelgn pauper labor tu compete with It
in the home market.

The Republican Party in its national platform made this
declaration:

For the protection of the quality of our American citizenship and of
the wages of our workingmen against the fatal competition of low-

riced labor we demand that the immigration laws be thoroughly en-
orced and so extended as to exclude from entrance to the Unit‘g Sytatcs
those who can neither read nor write.

8o we have had both national parties indorsing this legisla-
tion in one form or another.

Out of 213 Members in the Sixty-second Congress who voted
to pass this bill over President Taft’s veto, more than 160 were
reelected. Of 252 Members of the present House who voted on
the 4th of last February for this bill, and whose position was
thus known to the voters, 185 were returned. Out of 126 who
voted against this bill at that time, only 76 were reelected. In
other words, out of a membership of 435 in the next House,
there will be only 76 who went on record in opposition to this
bill. The American people have passed upon this guestion by
electing President McKinley on a platform favoring the illit-
eracy test by an overwhelming majority, and President Roose-
velt upon a restriction platform; and I venture the prediction the
next occupant of the White House will be elected upon a plat-
form indorsing the principles of the bill now before us. [Ap-
plause.]

Mr. GARDNER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. AUSTIN. Yes.

Mr. GARDNER. Does the gentleman think any President
could be elected on a platform pronouncing against the restric-
tion of immigration of that kind?

Mr. AUSTIN. I am absolutely sure no eandidate of any party
could win on such a declaration or platform. As a patriot and
a lover of my country, I am anxious to see this bill passed over
the President’s veto; but if I considered this matter as a parti-
san, I would want to see his veto sustained, in order that the
American people could face him at the polls in the coming presl-
dential election on the issue he has raised. [Applause.]

Congress must settle this question right for all time. We ean
not evade, indefinitely postpone, or side-step it. It will not down
until a law is written closing our doors against the undesirables
of every country on the face of the earth. The President of the
United States in 1902 stated in his History of the American
People we were receiving too many of what he termed “the
lowest class of people from southern Italy and the meaner sort
from Hungary and Poland.” When he made that statement we
were recelving 246,146 annually from those three sections of
Europe. Last year we received from southern Italy, Hungary,
and Poland 517,590, or more than double the number the Presi-
dent objected to. At the time of the President’s eriticism in
1902 the foreign steamships landed here a total of 648,743 aliens,
and last year the number had inereased to 1,218480. In 1902
we received 165,105 illiterates over 14 years of age, and in 1914
263,225 illiterates landed. When an impartial historian and a
private citizen, not a prospective candidate looking for the so-
called foreign vote, the President stated, * The Chinaman was
to be preferred as a workingman, if not as a citizen, to the
coarse crew” we were recelving from southern Italy, Poland,
and Hungary. Yet his veto means to keep our doors wide open
to the people from these three countries, so they can be dumped
upon our shores and their labor brought in competition with
free, honest, American labor in the mine, workshop, and in all
other lines of industry.

The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. MANAHAN] says only the
officials of the labor organizations, and not the rank and file of
the members, are against this bill. I deny this. In a number
of their national meetings, with delegates from every State and
industrial city, they have unanimously asked the American Con-
gress for the passage of this bill. I insist organized and unor-
ganized labor is a unit for this legislation, and it has the sym-
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pathy and suppert of a large majority of the American people—
native and of foreign birth.

Two million members of the American Federation of Labor,
3,000,000 of the Farmers’ Union and Alliance, half a million
of the United Mine Workers, the trainmen’s, conductors’, en-
gineers’, and firemen’s associations, and many other organiza-
tions, including practically every patriotic organization in the
land, have repeatedly asked for the passage of this bill, and as
their honest, just, and patriotic appeal fell upon deaf ears when
they urged President Wilson to approve the bill, in the coming
presidential election they will deinand and materially aid in
electing a Chief Executive of this Republic who will stand for
the American home and for American labor against the cheap
labor of Europe. [Applause.]

- The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has
expired.

Mr. GARDNER. I yield five minufes to the gentleman from
Michigan [Mr. J. M. C. Sairu]l. [Applause.]

Mr. J. M. C. SMITH. Mr. Speaker, I am in favor of immi-
grants coming into this country who can read at least 30 com-
mon words of their own language, as provided by this bill.

I quote the literacy provision:

That after four months from the approval of this act, in addition to
-ihe allens who are by law now exclulies from admission Into the United
States, the following persons shall also be excluded from admission
thereto, to wit:

All aliens over 16 ¥eam of age, physically capable of reading, who
can not read the English langnage or some other language or ect,
including Hebrew or Yiddish : Provided, That any admissible alien or
any alien heretofore or hereafter lega.fiy admitted, or any citizen of
the United States, may bring in or send for his father or tira:r.‘ulifatl:uu'
aver 5O Egenrs of age, his wife, his mother, his grandmother, or his
unmarried or widowed daughter, if otherwise admissible, whether such
relative ean read or not; and such relative shall be permitted to enter.
That for the purpose of ascertnining whether allens can read the immi-
grant inspectors shall be furnished with slips, of uniform gize, pre-
pared under the direction of the Becretary of Labor, each containing
not less than 30 nor more than 40 words In ordinary use, printed in
plainly legible tyga in some one of the various lu.nrgnmfen and dialects
of immigrants. ach alien may designate the particular Mnmﬁ or
dialect in which he desires the examipation to ge made, and sh be
required to read the words printed on the slip in such language or
dialect.

This provision is the one so much objected to. The follow-
ing provisions can hardly receive objection, it seems to me, from
anyone. I refer to a part of section 28:

Sec. 28. That any person who knowlingly alds or assists any anarch-
ist or any person who belleves in or advocates the overthrow by force
or violence of the Government of the United States, or who disbelleves
in or is opposed to organized government, or all forms of law, or who
advocates the assassination of public officials, or who is & member of
or -affillated with any organization entertaining or teaching disbelief
in or opposition to organized government, or who advoecates or teaches
the duty, necessity, or proprilety of the unlawful assaulting or killing
of any officer or officers, elther of specific individuals or of officers
generally, of the Government of the United States or of any other
organized Government.

And also to a part of section 35:

Sec. 85. That It shall be unlawful for any vessel cnr?h:f passengers
between a port of the United States and a port of a forelgn country,
upon arrival in the United States, to have on board employed thereon
any alien afilicted with idiocy, imbeeility, insanity, epilepsy, tubercu-
losis in any form, or a loathsome or dangerous contaglous e.

I wish now to refer you to a statement made by President
Wilson in his veto message, which, I think, commends the
bill ;

This particular bill is in so many important respe
conceived, and desirable. Its enactment into law would undoubtedly
enhance the efficiency and improve the methods of handling the im-
portant branch of the public service to which 1t relates.

In my State of Michigan we have spent millions of dollars
for education, and no money is more liberally or willingly paid
by the taxpayers than that paid for education. In that State
is located the first great university of the United States—the
University of Michigan, at Ann Arbor. We have the first agri-
cultural college founded in this country, and we also have a
great normal schools for teachers at Ypsilanti and many other
institutions scattered over the State that are creditable and that
we are proud of. And I will say for the University of Michigan
that it is repregented in more places on the globe, and has more
representatives upon the floor of this House than any other
great educational institution in the United States. [Applause.]
In the State of Michigan we compel children under the age of 14
years to go to gchool under our compulsory-education law, and I
am not in favor of letting down the bars to foreigners to come in
here without an education and keep them up against our own
children. I do not believe that the people of my State are in
favor of it, and I can not see how the working people of this
country can indorse such a policy. I want to say to you, my
friends, that it is a very easy matter to learn to read 30 of the
common words in your own language, and I stand absolutely
upon the literacy test.

cts admirable, well

I am one of those who believe that education and good
citizenship go hand in hand.

I know that if a man of fair intelligence will take a slate and
pencil and sit down for one evening by himself he can learn ta
write the German alphabet. I say to you that when I heard
the gentleman from North Dakota [Mr. Norrox] thigs morning
say that Russians came to this country and set up forges and
bakeries and made useful citizens that I would be willing to
venture that these very people could read or write 30 common
words in their own language. I tell you that letting people
come into this country without being educated is not conducive
to good citizenship. [Applause.]

An education is the best acquirement a person can obtain,
It excels property and it removes mental blindness. Life is
much more enjoyable to an educated person than it is to one
uneducated.

We now restrict Japanese and Chinese immigration. Many
of the people of these nationalities who are prohibited from
landing on our shores are educated, but no distinction is made
as to them.

Something has been said here that the laboring men are all
in favor of the passage of this bill. They are the producers of
wealth, a very respectable and considerable part and portion of
our population. If they are interested, or if the Dbill is of any,
benefit to them, it adds to my interest in its passage.

I notice, from some of the papers, large concerns advertising
for help make mention of Slavs, Finns, Poles, and Assyrians
preferred. This is all right if they prefer that kind of work-
men; and I am not opposed to the manufacturer selecting his
own help, and I hope these workmen can all read at least 30
words in their own language.

If they can not read, I would put them in the class with our
children and under the law require them to go to school until
they learned to read and write, and by so doing give them a
bf:eﬁt :iwhich money can not buy nor money alone acquire. [Ap-
plause,

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I yleld 15 minutes to the gentle-
man from New York [Mr. GorprogrLe].

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Mr. Speaker, the disapproval of the im-
migration bill by President Wilson is founded in such sound
common sense, is conceived in such a spirit of humanity, sup-
ported by Democratic traditions and American principles, that
I cheerfully give my support to the President’s position and
shall vote to sustain the veto.

The proponents of the measure propose to enter upon a re-
versal of the historical policy of our Government concerning
immigration. It has been one of our Nation’s boasts that we
have hospitably received the foreigners who, coming healthy
in mind and body, law-abiding, and self-supporting, sought habi-
tation in our land. Here, too, it has ever been our policy to
give to those who came to our shores from lands where equal
opportunity was denied or where educational advantages were
withheld, an asylum againsg oppression and persecution. Yet
now it is proposed to close our gates to those who, regardless
of whether they are bodily or morally sound, useful in occupa-
tion, or self-sustaining, happen, because of eduecational oppor-
tunities denied them abroad, to be unable to pass a literacy test.

Mr. Speaker, as much as any man in this House, I am op-
posed to the admission to our country of the pauper, the bad
and the vicious, and the really undesirable classes. I favor
the enforcement of the law which looks to their exclusion. But
surely because a man, woman, or child happens to be illiterate
does not by any means imply that he or she belong to either
of these excludable classes. Go to the great centers of popula-
tion among the immigrant classes and see how illiteracy de-
creases, as many of these immigrants avail themselves of the
opportunity held out to them to learn to read and write.

I heard the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. GarracHER] de-
scribe the conditions in his city respecting the foreign born,
their progress and advancement. I come from the city of New
York, which abounds with multitudes of the foreign born.
Aided by their contribution of thrift and industry, energy and
perseverance, my city has grown in wealth and position, in
power and in influence, and we who come from that cosmopoli-
tan city, teeming with the myriads of people of almost every
nationality, do not in any way share the fears about the influx
of immigration so freely expressed on this floor by the advo-
cates of the bill.

I have at all times been a supporter and advocate of the cause
of labor. Throughout my public career I have willingly, cheer-
fully, and unhesitatingly supported the measures designed for
the benefit of labor and the betterment and protection of the
working classes. I have stood for the principles of organized
labor. I, too, want to see the standard of American living

maintained and the standard of American wage upheld. I can
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not believe that the admission of a few illiterates, otherwise
qualified under existing law for entrance to our land, would
work the conditions which the advocates of the bill argue on
this floor would be produced. 3

Mr. Speaker, were we to look into the ancestry of many of
those who have served city, State, and Nation in public station—
aye, of many of those who from time to time have served with
honor and distinction in this House—we would find many who
came to America from forelgn lands illiterate. They, like the
immigrants of the present day, quickly entered into the spirit
of American life and became imbued with American habits and
ideals. They, like the immigrants of the present day, eagerly
sent their children to the schools, where, with remarkable apti-
tude for study, these children made rapid progress in education,
and the rolls of honor in our colleges and universities are re-
plete with names of the children of these foreign born.

Through means of immigration our land has prospered, our
wealth augmented, our cities and towns upbuilded, and our
general welfare increased. Yet for over a hundred years the
demand for restriction of immigration has come, more frequently
from the narrow minded, the prejudiced, or the ill informed.
In the debates on immigration in the House during my years
of service I have pointed out, as others, too, have done, the
vain fears and gloomy forbodings expressed by the enemies of
immigration from the earliest period of the Republic to the
present time, yet our country has grown and prospered and
become the mighty Nation that it is to-day, while the fears
and doubts and pessimistic misgivings have vanished as thin afr,

Ah, but some say the quality of immigration is not to-day
what it was years ago. Mr. Speaker, that is the same, same
old cry. It is the same cry made every time restriction was
proposed. Years ago it was directed against the Irish, the
Germans, the Austrians, and the Scandinavians, These splen-
did, sturdy, industrious, and thrifty immigrants made splendid,
valuable, most desirable acquisitions to our land. Who now
dare deny their worth, their quality, thelr value to our common
country. Now the hand of the restrictionist is directed against
the Russian Jew, the Italian, the Roumanian, the Hungarian,
the Pole, and the Slav.

You gentlemen who come from districts into which little or
no immigration comes do not understand the worth and quality
and value of these people. They come hopefully into this coun-
try, and, like the immigrants that preceded them, seek, through
earnestness of effort, through thrift and energy, through labor,
and all that makes for decent manhood and womanhood, to
build for themselves and their families and for usefulness and
happiness of home. 8o, sir, aside from those who are honestly
and squarely moved to support this bill because they in their
judgment believe economic conditions demand it, I fear that
much of what underlies the advocacy of the measure in the
minds of some is that spirit which is born of narrowness and
conceived in racial prejudice.

Time does not permit me to pursue the subject longer. My
views, frequently expressed on this floor on the literacy test,
are well known to the membership of the House. I ask the
House to sustain President Wilson in his scholarly and patri-
otic message. The literacy test, neither a test of fitness or char-
acter, determining neither the morality of the immigrant nor his
quality, but used only as a subterfuge for arbitrary restric-
tion, has been three times by Presidents condemned. Presi-
dent Cleveland, in vigorous terms, disapproved it. So did
President Taft. Now that great Jeffersonian Democrat who
g0 ably stands at the helm of state, in a message that commends
itself to the judgment of fair-thinking men, calls upon us to
sustain that poliey under which Ameriea, as the land of liberty
and opportunity, has held its gates open to the stranger from
other lands, [Applause.]

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from New York
has expired.

Mr. ADAIR, Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the gentleman

from Alabama [Mr, BurNeTT], the chairman of the committee,
to yield 15 minutes to the gentleman from Delaware [Mr.
BRrOCKSON].
. Mr. BROCKSON. Mr. Speaker, restriction of immigration
into the United States has been a fixed policy of our Govern-
ment so long, I believe, the wisdom of such policy is not now
debated.

The act of March 3, 1875, prohibited the immigration of alien
convicts.

The immigration of Chinese laborers was prohibited by the
act of May G, 1882, Section 1 of that act was as follows:

That from and after the expiration of D0 days next after the passage

of this act, and until the expiration of 10 years mnext after the g:saage
of this act, the coming of Chinese laborers to the United States be, and

the same is hereby, suspended ; and during such suspenslon it shall not
be lawful for any Chinese labores to come or, having so come after the
expiration of said 90 days, to remain within the United States.

This law was continued in force for an additional 10 years by
the act of May 5, 1892, and it was reenacted and continued in
force without limitation by the act of April 20, 1902,

The act of August 3, 1882, prohibited the immigration of
“any convict, lunatie, idiot, or any person unable to take care
of himself or herself without becoming a public charge.”

By the act of February 26, 1885, section 1 provided that—

It shall be unlawful for any person, company, partnership, or cor-

ration, In any manner whatsoever, to prepay the transportation, or
n any way assist or encourage the importation or migration of any
allen or allens, any foreigner or foreigners, into the United SBtates, its
Terrltories, or the District of Columbla, under contract or agreement,
parol or special, express or implied, made previous to the importation
or migration of such allen or aliens, foreigner or foreigners, to per-
form labor or service of any kind in the United States, its Territories,
or th> District of Columbia.

The following provision was added to this act by the act of
February 23, 1887:

That all persons included in the prohibition in this ac
shall be sent back to the nations to which they belang an
they came,

Section 3 of the act of March 3, 1801, was as follows:

That it shall be deemed a violatlon of sald act of February 26, 1885,
to assist or encourage the imgormtian or migration of any alien by
romise of employment through advertisements printed and published
n any foreign country, and any allen coming to this country in con-
sequence of such an advertisement shall be treated as coming under
a contract as contemplated by such act, and the penalties by said act
imposed shall be applicable in such a case.

Subsequently various amendments were added to these laws.
By the act of February 20, 1907, now in force, the * contract
laborers” who are excluded from admission into the United
States are described as follows:

Persons hereinafter called contract laborers who have been induced
or solicited to migrate to this country by offers or promises of employ-
ment or In consequence of agreements, oral, written or Eﬂnted, ex-
pressed or implied, to perform labor in this country of any kind, skilled
or unskilled; those who have been, within one year from the date of
application for admission to the United States, deported as having been
induced or solicited to migrate as above described; any person whose
ticket or passage is paid for with the money of another, or who is
assisted by others tc come, unless It is afirmatively and satisfactorily
shown that such ermn does not belong to one of the foregoing ex-
cluded classes and that sald ticket or passage was not paid for by
any corporation, association, soclety, municipality, or foreign Govern-
ment, either directly or indirectly.

Thus from time to time our immigration laws have been made
more restrictive.

The pending bill provides for further restriction of immigra-
tion by excluding aliens who can not read their own language.
The bill has been returned to us by the President without his
approval, and is now before us for reconsideration.

Do we need further restriction? If so, should the literacy
test be used? :

The act of February 20, 1907, provided for a commission, con-
sisting of three Senators, three Members of the House of Rep-
resentatives, and three persons to be appointed by the Presi-
dent, to investigate the subject of immigration.

This commission, after an investigation of three years, made
its report, containing 41 volumes, in 1910. The report of this
commission states:

From July 1, 1819, to June 30, 1910, 27,818,710 Immigrants were
admitted to the United States. Of this number, 91.5 per cent came
from European countries, which countries are the source of about 93.5
per cent of the present immigration movement. From 1819 to 1883
more than 95 per cent of the total Immigration from Europe originated
in the United Kingdom, Germany, Scandinavla, the Netherlands, Bel-

lum, France, and Switzerland. In what follows the movement from
hese countries will be referred to as the “ old immigration.”

Following 1883 there was a rapid change in the ethnical character of
European immigration, and In recent years more than 70 per cent of the
movement has originated in soathern and eastern Europe. The change
geographically, however, has been somewhat greater than the change In
the racial character of the immigration, this being due very largely to
the number of Germans who have come from Austria-Hungary and Rus-
sia. The movement from southern and eastern Eunrope will referred
to as the * new immigration.” In a single generation Austria-Hungary,
Italy, and Russia have succeeded the United Kingdom and Germany as
the chief sources of immigration. In fact, each of the three countries
first named furnished more immigrants to the United States in 1907
than came In the same year from the United Kingdom, Germany, Sean-
dinavia, France, the Netherlands, Belgium, and Switzerland combined.

The old immigration movement in recent years has rapldly declined,
both numerieally and relatively, and under present conditlions there are
no indications that it will materially increase. The new immigration
movement is very large, and there are few, if any, indications of its
natural abatement. The new immigration, coming in such large num-
bers, has provoked a wides{:\read feeling of apprehension as to its effect
on the economic and social welfare of the country.

Mr. DONOHOX. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BROCKSON. I have not the time. If the gentleman
will excuse me, I must decline. If I yield, I will not have
time in which to conclude what I desire to say.

upon arrival,
from whence
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The Commissioner General of Immigration, in his report for
the fiseal year ending June 30, 1914, says:

Immigration {‘l;ldged from the resulis’ of the year, has apparently
reached the million mark permanently, and unless some affirmative ac-
tion is taken by the Federal Government to restrict it, or steps are
taken by Euro n and other nations to reduce the st stream of
persons leaving the various countries of the Old World, we need hardly
expect that the number annually entering the United States will here-
after fall far below 1,000,000. During the last fiscal year 1,218,480
gouls have immlgrated to the United States, 20,588 more than were
shown for the previous year and only 66,860 less than the total shown
for 1907, the hanner vear in immigration. Comparison of the record
of emigrating aliens with that of immigrating aliens shows that 633,805
left the 1'nited States, so that the net increase lnngofulntion by the
immigration was 709,276. It was 815,303 in 1913 a 01,863 in 1012,

Paragraph 8 of the Immigration Commission report, which I
have mentioned, is as follows: -

The investigations of the commission show an oversupply of un-
skilled labor in basic industries to an extent which indicates an over-
supply of unskilled labor in the industries of the country as a whole,
and therefore demand legislation whieh will at the present-tlme re-
strict the further admission of such unskilled labor.

It 18 desirable in making the restriction that—

A sufficlent number be debarred to produce a marked effect upon the
present supply of unskiiled labor.

As far as possible the allens excluded shounld be those who come to
this country with no intention to become American citizens or even to
maintain a permanent residence here, but merely to save enough, by
the adoption, if necessary, of low standards of living, to return perma-
nently to their home country. Such persons are usually men unaccom-
panied by wives or children,

As far as possible the aliens excluded should also be those who, by
reason of their personal qualities or habits, would least readily be
assimilated or would make the least desirable citizens.

11:1-3 following methods of restricting immigration have been sug-

ested :

g The exclusicn of those unable to read or write in some langunage.

The limitation of the number of each race arriving each year to a
eertain percentage of the average of that race arriving during a given
period of years.

The exelusion of unskilled laborers unaccompanied by wives or fami-

l,'::he limitation of the number of immigrants arriving annually at
an,}h::) :ghterla] increase in the amount of money required to be in the
possession of the immigrant at the J;wrt of arrival.

The material increase of tha hend tax.

The levy of the head tax so as to make a marked discrimination In
favor of men with families.

All these methods would be effective in one way or another in secur-
ing restrictions in a greater or less degree. A majority of the commis-
gion favor the reading and writing test as the most feasible single
method of restricting undesirable immigration.

The commission as a whole recommends restriction as demanded by
economic, moral, and social considerations, furnishes in its report rea-
sons for such restriciion, and points out methods by which Congress can
ntlms'ig nthe desired result if its judgment coincldes with that of the com-
mis: .

All the members of the commission execepting one recom-
mended the adoption of the reading and writing test.

The testimony recently taken before the Committee on Tmmi-
gration also shows an oversupply of unskilled labor in this
country. The foreign unskilled laborers are evidently coming to
this country in greater number than new positions are being
made or supplied. Hence they are crowding out or interfering
with the unskilled laborers among us. Many unskilled labor
immigrants find such litfle opportunity here for work that they
return to their native country.

We all know that it is impossible for this counfry to provide
for properly and assimilate the millions of unskilled laborers
that might come here if they were admitted without restriction.
Since we can not admit all we should seleet for admission those
who are most desirable and best fitted for our institutions.

Will the literacy test in the pending bill assist us in making
the selections? I believe it will.

True it is that education alone does not prove good character,
and the lack of education may be evidence of the lack of oppor-
tunity. Yet it is also true that the lack of education may be
evidence of the lack of diligence. In some cases the lack of edu-
cation proves a lack of diligence.

By adopting the literacy test we would reduce the immigra-
tion of unskilled laborers and would still receive those immi-
grants best fitted to become ecitizens. .

As I have shown by the laws quoted, we have been attempt-
ing for years to exclude undesirable unskilled laborers. The
Chinese-exclusion law prohibits the immigration of * Chinese
laborers,” regardless of whether they are educated or not edu-
cated, skilled or unskilled. The “ contract-labor law " excludes
persons who have been induced “ to migrate to this country by
offers or promises of employment,” without regard to their edn-
cation or lack of education, except that “ skilled labor may be
imported if labor of like kind unemployed can not be found in
this country.” Certain professional persons are also excepted.

It is not morally wrong for a foreigner to promise to work in
this country. If it were not for the law prohibiting such an
agreement, it would be the part of prudence to have an agree-
ment for a position before coming here.

The laws I have mentioned plainly show that we do not wan¥i
to encourage the immigration of unskilled laborers but do des
sire to discourage the immigration of such laborers. The * con-
tract-labor law " is hard to enforce, and it is generally believed
that it is being constantly evaded and violated.

Probably 99 per cent of the immigrants who are unable to
read come to this country to work as unskilled laborers.

The enactment and enforcement of a law containing the.
literacy test would greatly check and restrict the immigration
of such laborers. Too many are coming here under present
conditions. There are good reasons for believing that a still
greater influx of unskilled laborers will occur after the close
of the European war. I belleve existing conditions require a
law to restrict immigration without delay. No man has offered
a bill better than the bill now pending. Therefore I shall vote
for the passage of this bill

It has been well said:

This above all: To thine own self be true,

And it must follow, as the night the day,
Thou canst not then be false to any man.

As with the individual, so should it be with
[Applanse.]

I yield back the balance of my time.

i I\{‘r‘; BURNETT. How much time does the gentleman yield
ack?

The S8PEAKER pro tempore. Two minutes.

Mr. BURNETT. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BATHRICK]. :

Mr. BATHRICK. Mr. Speaker, I desire briefly to protest
against the effort on the part of some gentlemen to bring this
question into the scope of partisanship. I voted to pass this
bill over the veto of President Taft, and I would not be con-
sistent or square with my own consclence if I did not do the
same in my party lines and vote to pass it over the head of my
President.

Mr. DONOHOE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BATHRICK. I ecan not with the time I have. Now,
in reference to partisanship, in reading a letter sent to meé by
Michael A. O'Leary, chairman of the Democratic State com-
mittee of Massachusetts, I was rather surprised that he should
make the statement that If this bill passed it would ruin the
Democratic Party in that State, and I think it was a direct
attempt to bring the bill within the scope of partisan politics.
In the same mail I find that the Massachusetts State branch
of the American Federation of Labor, being for the passage of
the bill, stated that 200,000 members of labor in Massachusetts
desired its passage, and in the same mail also I find that the
Central Labor Union of Boston, representing 85,000 workmen
of that city, desires to have the bill passed. In this connection,
Mr. Speaker, I desire that a letter to Mr. O'Leary, from the
president of the Boot and 8hoe Workers' Union, be read by
the Clerk. I believe the Democrats of Massachusetts need io
look around and see where the votes are.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read in the
gentleman's time.

The Clerk read as follows:

the Natlon.

FEpRUARY 2, 19135,
Mr. MicHAEL A. O'LEARY,
Chairman Democratic State Commitice,
No. 15 Beacon Street, Boston, Mass.

Dear Bir: We are advised that you are cireularizing Members of
Congress, urging them ‘ that the future success of the Democratic
Pa ﬁ in Massachusetts as well as throughout the country would be
greatly endangered by the refusal of Democratic Members of Congress
to sustain the President’s weto of the immigration bill, and that tha
dictates of humanity, the high ideals of American falrness and just-
ness, as well as party contingenecy, require that every Democratic Mem-
ber shall vote to sustain the President.”

In view of the passage of the immigration bill, both in the House
and in the Bemate, by a substantial majority, it would seem that your
conclusion that the future success of the Democratic Party depends
upon sustainlni the conclusion of the President is not well founded.

We have within a few days past sent out letters to Congressmen and
Senators in behalf of our 45,000 members throughout the United States
urging that the immigration bill be passed over the President's veto.

re believe that we are quallfied to speak with authority and knowl-
eﬁfe ui}on the disastrous effect of free trade in labor, which has now
left this country with a biread line of monstrous proportions in all the
industrial centers of this country.

It has not been considered that the high ideals of American fairness
and justness has been invaded by the qualifications along edueational
lines required to gmsa civil-service examinations, and thereby curtail
the opportunities for employment of those unable to reach civil-service
standards. Politicians bave found it necessary
civil-service plan the number of aY licants for em?lo ment within the
gift of [{glltlcal organizations or political officials. It Is not inconsistent
with fa ;illar to humanity and justice if the workers of this country
seek the slightest protection which might be afforded b the literncy
test contained in the bili vetoed by President Wilson. e workers of

to reduce through the

this coun have to share opportunities for employment with a lar,
foreign element, when there are two or three men looking for one job,
It Is very casy to mote that the inflnences behind

opfuiﬂon to this
bill comes from large interests, who appear to believe that there must
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be an unlimited opportunity to secure workers, ragardless of the com-

sation they are to recelve. The significant statement of Mr. J. P.

organ before the National Commission on Industrial Relations yester-
day that he sup 0 a week was enough wages for a man if he
was willing to accept employment at that rate, and that if that was
the rate of wages there was no obligation upon the part of the person
seeking employment to take the wages if they were not satisfactory.
We can well understand how Mr. Morgan reaches the conclusions of this
kind, as he evidently has never been In a position of seeking employ-
ment in an overcrowded labor market or with hungry children needing
sustenance.

I express my unqualified surprise that the Democratic Party of this
Btate responsible for the issue of a circular such as you have sent
out to the Congressmen. I am quite sure that the rank and file of the
Democrniéic Party of this State will repudiate any such action upon
¥your part. .

This, in my opinion, is not a party measure, and I do not believe
that the Democratic Party will be sustained if it is found to be lined
up with the President in his veto of this important blll

Very truly, yours,
Joax F. TosBI¥

General President of the Boot and Shoe Workers’ lfnitm,
246 Sumner Street, Boston, Mass.

Mr. BATHRICK. I desire to jusert, in addition to the letter
just read by the Clerk, the letter of Samuel Gompers, president
of the American Federation of Labor, to the chairman of the
House Committee on Immigration, and certain inclosures with
reference to the manner in which the opposition to this needed
legislation is financed by the Shipping Trust and other big com-
binations, who want cheap labor at any cost to our standards of
living and ideals of government :

[From the American Federation of Labor, Washington, D, C., Saturday,
January 30, 1915.]

BHIPPING, STEEL, AND MINING CORPORATIONS FINANCE OPPOSITION TO
IMMIGRATION RESTRICTION—THE FOLLOWING AUTHENTIC DOCUMENTS
DISCLOSE THAT THE NATIONAL LIBERAL IMMIGRATION LEAGUE, WHICH
Has CONDUCTED THE CAMPAIGN TO OFPOSE RESTRICTION AND REGU-
LATION OF IMMIGRATION, HAS BEEN FINANCED BY THE SHIPPING TRUST,
THE COAL BARONS, THE BrenL COMPANTES, AND OTHER CORPORATIONS—
THE OFT-REPEATED CHARGES THAT HAVE BEEN MADE BY ORGANIZED
LaBOR'S REPRESENTATIVES AND OTHERS FAVORING IMMIGRATION HE-
STRICTION ARE PROVEN—PRESIDENT GOMPERS ANSWERS PRESIDENT
WILsoN’s VETO OBJECTIONS TO THE IMMIGERATION BILL.

HEADQUARTEES AMERICAN FEDERATION OF LABOR,
Washington, D, O., January 29, 1915,
Hon. Joux BURNETT,

Chairman Uomm’ﬂt&.’e on Immigration
House of Re»reamtat(vsc, Washington, D. C.

Dear Sir: It is sincerely regrettable that the President found it
necessary to exercise his great constitutional prerogative by vetoin,
the im tion bill which passed both the Senate and House by sucg
overwhelming votes, more than two-thirds of each body. It was hoped
that with all the information before the President and with the history
of the legislation since and including 1896, he would have reached the
conclusion to give the bill his approval.

1 have before me a copy of the President's veto message, in which he
gives his reasons for his inability to give the bHI his approval. Of
course any utterance from so learned a man, from a man whose heart
and mind are so attuned to the people's welfare as are Hon. Woodrow
Wilson's, as well as from a man who, in addition, occupies the great
office of President of the United Btates, is deserving of %mteat respeet
and consideration. And still when a measure of such vital importance
is yet under consideration and awalts final action by the Congress of
the United States, it becomes the duty of citizens to express elther their
approbation or dissent, as their judgment and experience warrant, In
line with this thought, I beg to submit for your consideration some
views which are contalned not only by me but which are generally
entertained by the people of our country.

The President gives two reasons for his veto: First, that the bill
embodics a radieal departure from the long-established policy for this
country, and would close the gates of asylum which have always been
open to those who could find nowhere else the right and Oﬁpﬂrtﬂnllr of
nfltstlon for what they conceived to be the natural and inallenable
r gIhts of man ; second, that the bill provides for a literacy test.

n cnnection with the first objection which the President interposes,
it should be understood that without regard to that provision of the
immigration bill the existing law of the United States does exactly

what the pending immigration bill emiphasizes. The President's objec-
tion is nst what is now law, even should the immigration bill fail to
become law, and in order to remove that objection, if the immigration

bill shall fail of enactment, immediate steps thereafter should be taken
to repeal the law which in principle the President characterizes us
unjust and improper.
ow, in regard to the second objection of the President—that is, the

literacy test—permit me to say that the essential purpose is to restrict
and limit and better regulate immigration. In view of present condi-
tiong, as well as those which will necessarily confront us after the close
of the European war, some measure of foresight is imperative if the
menace of an ovem‘helminf immigration is to be averted, No thinking,
observing man who has his highest ho?es centered in the welfare, the

rotection, and the mission of the people of the Republic of the United
gtntes disputes the fact that there must be some measure to restriet,
limit, and better regulate immigration to our country. While a literacy
test may not be the highest ideal for its accomplishment, yet that it Is
the most practical, advantageous, and workable no one in or out of
Congress has undertaken to disprove, nor has anyone taken the people of
ou:;hcqauntry into his confidence by suggesting or proposing a better
method.

For a moment I must again call attention to what is generally a
%rehended regarding immigration after the close of the present terrible

uropean war. The nations engaged in the conflict will, undoubtedly,
do everything within their power to keep the strong and the healthy men
at home. ey will do everything in their power to encourage the
emigration of the weak or incapacitated men and those whose health
is partially undermined. Many will be glad to escape compulsory mili-
-tary service, and will do all they can to get away from the burdens
of taxation which will result from the war.

_for further information as to t

And, pray, where will all these men go? Bure!{ thety will not go
from their own to other countries now engaged in the struggle. They
will come, If they can, to America, and come In such numbers as to
overwhelm the toilers already here, to depress their standard of life,
and to add to the already large number of unemployed.

The present is the time to make provision against what will surel
become a menace unless the laws of our country shall restrict an
limit and better regulate immigration.

If ever the citizenship of the United States has given indorsement
to any measure of legislation, it has certainly done so to the principles
emho«gled in the immigration bill now before Congress, -

Not necessarily for your information, but because of the benefit the
record may have, let me here state that:

In 1806-07 the Senate and House passed an immigration bill con-
taining the literacy test. It was vetoed by President Cleveland. The
House passed the bill over the President’s veto. In the Senate it failed
of passage over the veto by a few votes. .

n 1898 the Senate passed an immigration bill containing the
literacy test, but the bill, it is generally conceded, was crowded out of
consideration of the House of Representatives by reason of the
Spanish-American War,

In 1902 the House passed an immigration bill containing the literacy

test.

In 1906 the Senate passed an Immigration bill in which the literac
test was embodied. The House substituted a bill creating the Federa
Immigration Commission, he ec Issi sisted of nine members,
eight of whom recommended the adoption of the lteracy test as the
{un:i;tig?‘m%t;cal means for restricting, llmiting, and better regulating

In 1913 the Senate and Hounse passed an Immigration bill containin
the test recommended by the commission. The bill was vetoed bg
President Taft. That bill passed the Senate over the President’s veto,
but failed to pass the House over the President's veto by four votes.

In 1914-15 the House and Senate passed by more than a two-thirds
vote the :mmlﬁimuun bill now before Con , _which contains the
Hteracy test. hat is the bill which President Wilson has vetoed.

In the President’s message he asks the following question: * Has
any political pal"_ty ever avowed a policy of restrictlon In this funda-
mental matter? The answer is fornd In the Democratic and the
Republican national platform declarations as far back as 1806. The
Dem?(:rn.tic national convention platform made the following declara-

on :

“ We hold that the most efficlent way of protecting American labor
is to prevent the Importation of foreign pauper labor to compete with
it in the home market.”

In that same year—that in 1806—the Republican national conven-
tion I'pls.tform contained the following declaratl?m:

or the protection of the quallty of our American citizenship and

of the wages of our working men against the fatal competition of low-
priced labor we demand that the Immigration laws be thoroughl
enforced and so extended as to exclude from entrance to the Unit
Su:‘teg those whg can n&fther l'(;}li:.’d norrwrlte."

nd, as you know, the candidates for President and Viee Presldent
of the Unﬁed States nominated upon the platform containing this
declaration were elected, 1

Of course it is sometimes Eroﬂta.ble and alwn{s Jjustifiable to ascer-
tain the real gurposes sought to be attained by and actuating the
advocates and the opponents to legislation. Those who advocate the
enactment of the immigration bill are persuaded that the needs of the
Feo le of our country require some means to protect them, their rights,
heir work, and their future against wholcsa‘l)e immigration—immigra-
tion tlannod on a greal scale to depress the condition of the workers
here by large numbers who may and do supplant them and take from
them thelr opportunities to earn a livelihood; immigration which is so
Potent a factor to intensify and make acute the Industrial and social
njustice to our pecple. In a word, there must be some provision to
meet a serious and menacing situation jeopardizi American stand-
ards of lifc and American concegts of freedom. Irnfhere be any desire

e justification for the attitude of the
advocates of lmmiiratlon restriction, ample evidence ecan be found in
the report of the Federal Immigration Commission, the report of the
Federal Bureau of Labor upon the Investigation in Bethlehem, I’a., the
report of the House committee giving the results of its Investigation
of the conditions in the steel industry (known as Stanley report), the
statistics of immigration for the last 20 years (now temporarily re-
duced by the war), and many other sources of officlal angonuthentic
information. If there be any desire to learn from whenece the means
has come for America’s wage earners’ movement to secure the enact-
ment of an effective immigration restriction law the books and papers
of the American Federation of Labor are open to you and to any
Representative in Cnnﬁm.-ss.

he purposes and the means by which the opponents to the enact-
ment of the immigratien law have conducted their campaign are
equally a justifiable subject of inguiry. The opponents have openly
stated the purpose they have In view. They have publicly déclared
that their motives are altruistic and patriotie; that they have con-
ducted a eampaign open, fair, and square; that the means by which
their campaign was financed were contributed by men prompted by
motives such as they themselves have openly declared; and that there
were no ulterior motives prompting the financial contributors to the
campaign of opposition.

Now, there has recently come into my possession a number of docu-
ments which place an entirely different light upon the motives, the

urposes, and the methods of the eampaign which has been conducted
n onoaitlon to immigration legislation. These documents have been
rinted. 1 make part of this letter a true cogy of the documents I
ave. They are closed. 1f you or any other Representative or
Senator in Congress cares to examine as to whether what is inclosed
are authentic copies of the doeuments I have, I should be very glad to
afford an opportunity for that purpose.

In coneclusion it is earnestly hoped that the Congress of the United
States will enact the immigration bill, the President's veto to the con-
trary notwithstanding.

Very truly, yours, SAMUEL GOMPERS,
President American Federation of Labor.

WHAT THE STORY TELLS.,

.Trusts furnish money to National Liberal Immigration League to
finance campaign against Immigration legislation,

League alfirms friendship for Natlonal Association of Manufacturers,

Hamburg-American Steamship Line notified by cablegram that league
owes $7,000 and is liable to be sued and forced into bankruptcy.
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French steamship company ur)ied to aid in financing *a tremendous
agitation ” agalnst immigration legislation.

Steamship companies campalgned for the appointment of Charles
Nagel as tary of Commerce and Labor under President Taft.
Mr. Nagel is referred to as one “ not likely to favor legislation restrict-

in% immigration.”
1amburg-American Steamship official tells an associate that “a num-
ber of delegations composed of members of various nationalities™ were
gent to ashington to op?ose 1mml{ratim legislation. He says:
“The delegates were not really chesen by bodies of their own nation-
ality.” It is stated that the campaiﬁn includes * visiting the societies
of various nationallties, as Itallans, Hebrews, Hungarians, etc., 1|,:lclud-
In; the unions, for the purpose of advocating liberal immigration.

“We have to send appeals and communications to some 15,000 in-
fluential persons, most of them clergymen,” says the steamship official.

National Liberal Immigration League, in another apgeal for financial
aid, tells trusts it is making possible * the influx of alien unskilled
labor,” and if contributions are not received “ we will not be able to
keep up our work."”

WasHiNcTOoN, D. C., January 30.

A sensatlon was sprung to-day in this city by the publication of
authentic documents, many of which bear their own authenticity, and
others so circumstantially proven that there is said to be no escape
from their purport. As will be observed, among the documents are
letters and appeals from the officers of the National Liberal Immigra-
tion League to corporations for funds and * subventions " ; letters from
the officers of the Liberal Immigration League to sh{lgp!ng com! es

of Germany and of France; cablefram apl)eal for funds by Mr. Behar,
managing director of the National Liberal Immigration League, and a
carbon copy of letter to the same company confirming the cablegram ;

financial statement of the receipts of the National Liberal Immigration
Leaghua showing that $15,000 was paid as an annuity for the conduct
of the cnmpa.i%n n%a.lust protection of America’s workers from stimu-
lated immigration; letters from Mr. Benar, mnnaginlg director of leaﬂle,
to Messrs, Japhot and Bn%ot. Compagnie Generale Transatlantique, Rue
Paris, France, and the reply of Mr. Rene Sagot; appeals by
B. A. 8¢ , field secretary of the National Liberal Immigration League,
who, in addition to his salary, it is declared, became entitled to 25

r cent of his successful solicitations; correspondence on official

etterheads between Mr. Behar, mansglllag director of the National
Liberal Immigration League, and Emil Doas, resident director and
eneral manager of the Hamburg-American Line, 45 Broadway, New
‘ork City, and J. Pannes, the St. Louis representative of the company,
in the campalgn to make Charles Nagel the Secretary of the Depart-
ment of Commerce and Labor in President Taft's Cabinet, whose cam-
palgn was conducted upon the platform that he was an anti-immligra-
tion restrictionist; the documents also expose the fake of the delega-
tions representing their own nationalities, for as one official informs
his associate that * the delegates were not really chosen by bodles of
their own nationality.” -

In view of the immigration bill now before Congress for a vote over
the President's veto, the means by which the National Liberal Immigra-
tion League financed its campaign by contributions from the corpora-
tions most hostile to the interests of America's workers Is both timely
and of great import.

This is one of a series of circular letters appealing to corporations
for the customary contributions and cash signed by the fleld repre-
sentative, who is B. A. Sekely:

EDUCATIONAL DEPARTMEST.

Educational committee: N. Behar, managing director; John E.
O'Brien, secretary; B. A. Sekely, fleld representative: Arthur F. Day,
George M. Dod%e, Michael J. Drummon , Charles W. Eliot, Judson
Harmon, John J. Haynes, G. Gunby Jordan, Charles R. Parkhurst,
Charles L. Stickney, Willlam E. Story, Willilam Sulzer, F. Willlam Vogt.

[National Liberal Immigration League. (Selection and distribution
‘rather than restriction.) Headquarters, No. 1560 Nassau Street, New
York Clty. Telephone 4762 Beekman. P. 0. Box 1261.]

OcroBer 14, 1913,

SusqueaANNA Coan Co.,
907 Arcade Building, Philadelphia, Pa.

GENTLEMEN : There are row eight new restrictive bills before Con-
ress. One of them, introduced by Representative Roddenbery, provides
or_an educational test, increase of head tax from $4 to $25, possession

of $100, and a physical test like that imposed on recruits for the Navy.

Worst of all these bills is the new Dillingham measure, providing
that not more than 10 tper cent of the number of any nationality in this
country shall be admitted in any one v:ar.

As soon as the regular session of Congress opens there will be started
a bitter fight on immigration. We must be prepared, and the most
effective way is to strengthen the hands of this league, which Is the
official organization of the liberal immigration movement. To do this
is the duty of every citizen who believes in keeping the gates of America
open to deserving immlgrnnts.

This league has no lobby in Washington, and never has had one. It
has always worked openlﬁ' in legitimate and ecommendable ways, by
educating public og]lnion. ¥ holding meetings in various parts of this
country, and sending delegations to Washington when ry.

1013,
Mar. 1. Susquehanna Coal Co., Philadelphia_ oo meoao $500. 00
Feb. 2, Lackawanna Steel Co., Lackawanna, N. Yo ______ - 100,00
Mar. 24. Rogers-Brown Iron Co., Buffalo 50. 00
Mar. 26. Keystone Coal & Coke Co., Greensburg, Pa_ ... 50. 00
76 contributions ranging from 50 cents to $25 ... 304,00
Total 1,004. 00

Afay 29, 1913.
INCOME OF THE NATIONAL LIBERAL IMMIGRATION LEAGUE FROM JANUARY
1, 1918, TO DATE.

Mar. 1. Susquehanna Coal Co., Philadelphia, Pa_ $500. 00
Feb, 2. Lackawanna Steel Co,, Lackawanna, N. Y_________ 100. 00
Mar. 24. Rogers-Brown Iron Co., Buffalo, N. Y_____________ 50, 00
Mar. 26, Keystone Coal & Coke Co., Greensburg, Pa_.____ 50. 00
May 27. Carnegie Corporation of New York_ . ____ - 250,00
114 contributions ranging from 50 cents to $25 coomemmee e bB58, 40

Total 1, 508, 40

Rough drafts used as basis for letter to Andrew Carnegie, appealing
for contributions and indorsing Natlonal Association of Manufacturers:

Dear Sir: May I for a moment ¢laim your kind attention to the char-
acter and labors of the National Liberal Immigration League?

The chief aim of our Ieafue is to preserve for our country the benefits
of immigration, while keeping out undesirable immigrants.

Amongst our definite achievements I may say that since December,
1905, our league has, by means of open agitation through mass meetings
and the distribution of argumentative literature, defeated all anti-immi-
gration bills, beginning with the Gardner bill No. 8495, introduced that
Year, which provided for a $40 head tax. Conspicuous amongst such
bills defeated by us was the Hayes bill of 1910,

All along we have ceaselessly been advocating the distribution of immi-

rants and labor, lmprovements in steerage conditions, and increased

cilities for the naturalization of aliens worthy of that privilege. While
on the other hand it has been our continued aim to promote good citi-
zenship and patriotic sentiment amongst immigrants,

Usognul recently we were receiving from a steamship line * * *
$15, per annum, which, however, scarcely covered our running ex-
penses, considering the wvast amount of literature we print and dis-
tribute during the year. But the steamship line in question no longer
see their wn¥ to keep up their contribution. And so we are compelled
to fall back for support upon fippeals to private citizens. We are con-
fident that the responses will come in according to our deserts.

As a friend of our cause, as shown by yourself In your letter to our
president February 2, 1911, we would appeal to you to head our list of
subscribers. ,

Sincerely, yours.

The league, however, is fully inclined to indorse the Natlonal Council
for Industrial Defense, organized and conducted under the leadership of
the National Assoclation of Manufacturers. We are convinced that their
activities are beneficent to labor as well as to capital, to employees as
well as to employers.

Very truly, yours, =

The foregoing paragraph was evidently an afterthonght,

NATIONAL LIBERAL IMMIGRATION LEAGUE.

Btatement of income and liabilities, July 1, 1910, to Nov. 20, 1911,
RECEIPTS,
Parlg____ e - £15, 000. 00
Subscriptions for the distribution of Prof. Charles W. .
Eliot's letter - 1,584.30
Dues and donations = 380. 42
Total income. e 16, 064, 72
EXPENDITURES,

From July 1, 1910, to Nov. 20, 1911 19, 476. 10
Defleit 2,511. 47
Defielt July 1, 19010 1, 680. 70
Total defieit Nov. 20, 1911 4,192 17
Liabllities to date . ——— 1,974,907
Total deficlt and labilitles . __________________ 0,467, 14

The foregoing financial statement discloses a deficlt of $68,167.14, and
shows the reason why Mr. Behar, managing director of the National
Liberal Immigration ague, sent the following cablegram and letter
confirming the same:

[Postal Telegraph commercial cables telegram.]
DecemBER 15, 1911,
Director STORM,

Hamburg-Amerika Linie, Hamburg, Germany:

We owe over $7,000 in salaries, rent, printing, etc. TUnless we pay
immediately 'we will be sued and put in bankruptcy with disagreeable

We
belleve this honest expression of enlighten ublic sentiment will in
the end triumph over the methods of the restrictiomists. But we must
present a united front, and to that end we ask you to send your con-
tribution, as you did last March.

yery truly, yours, ,
NATIONAL LIBERAL TIMMIGRATION LEAGUB,
Per . Field Representative,

Some corporations’ contributions.
1912,
Nov. 20, Berwind-White Coal Mining Co., New York_____ -—- $0500,00
May 24. Jones & Laughlin Steel Co., Pittsburgh._.__ 250, 00
Aug. 26. Pittsburgh Coal Co., Pittsbull;fh ___________ 200. 00
Nov, 25. Pittsburgh Plate Glass Co., Plttsburgh_ 100, 00
May 2. Jacob H. Schiff, New York-_ 100. 00
Sept. 23. Standard Sanitary Manufacturing Co., Pittsburgh._ 50. 00
91 contributions ranging from 50 cents to $25 - _____ 3857. 30

Total 1, 557. 30

s for all concerned.

BEHAR.

Mr., ApoLrH STORM,

Director Hamburg-Amerika Linie,

Hamburg, Germany.

~DEAr 8Sie: This morning I said to Mr. Boas that I am continually as-
sailed bE creditors to whom we are indebted for rent, printing, ete, I
added that it had been suggested to me to send these people to him,
but he had always acted so kindly and gentlemanlike that I found it
my duty to spare him any trouble. He suggested to me to address to
you the following cablegram, ** We owe over §7,000 in salaries, rent,
rinting, etc. Unless we pay immediately we will be sued and put in
?(?kruptcy, with disagreeable consequences for all concerned,” which I
did. !

Very truly, yours, #

The following is a banking statement of Nissim Behar in account

with the Guaranty Trust Co. of New York on the company's financial

blank :
In account with Guar-

Nissim Behar, 150 Nassau Street, New York.
anty Trust Co, of New York.
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It no re‘port be made within ten days the account will be considered
ouchers returned.

Line No.

11,091. 26
813

The followin 15 a carbon coE or a Ietter snnt by Mr. Behar, manag-
ing director of the National Immigration League, to Messrs.
Japhot & Baget, Compagnie Genera‘le Transatlantigue, Rue Auber,
Paris, France, a| ling for contributions to start a tremendous agita-
tion throughout the country against tion l tion. The letter
discloses activity of former Congressman B and the “ serviee "
rendered by the paper, the New York Call

NATIONAL LIBERAL IMMIGRATION LEAGUE,
November 23, 1910,
Messrs. JAPHOT & SAGET,
Compagnie Generale Transatlantique,
Rue Auber, Paris, France.
GENTLEMEN : We arrived safely on the 224 Instant. I was itted
ta leave the steamer without an{hrorm.n.llu as an American citizen, but
y baggage, naturall{ went with the rest to Ellis Island, muxing me
somc annoyance and loss Igafm time. On the 24th I went to Washmtton

to see the Secretary d him over a letter from the ry of
our league, of which l incloue- copy. I lnclose dipgin:g: !rom the
Bun on this subject. The same has been appearing thro the press
generally, even In the Call, which is the socialist ﬁ?&c

Though I am monlll not own to -the retury still I took
with me m trlend illiam S. Bennet, who is prominent in the
Republican 'The Becretary assured us that he and the President

be obeyed, aeeordlng to the decision given by the
solieitor, as per inclosed. But he will do his best to make the applica-
tion as rare and as lenient as possib!

As to the conseqb nces of the last e]ectlons, I was told at Washington
that they would be felt in the tariff guestion, the Democrats being
since long declared against the tariff, if not unnnlmously, at any rate
in an overwhelming majority. As to the immigration question, there
are Democratic restrictionists, as well as liberals, and, to be more correct,
they éolaccordjns to the manifestation of public opinion.
tll
1 shall be ve £nd to reculve your contribution as soon as possible,
as I am compe to make inroads now before the end of November in
the supplies which are to last until August,

through January.

espectfully, yours, e LIk oy
The following letter i{s from Mr. R Bajot to Mr, Behar, respondin,
o g et Novamber 28, 1010} DONNAR

Paris, 30th December, 1910,

Dear Me. BEHAR : glad to hear that you hndagadmm on
t.lm Chmpo and that ou lnndeﬁ ufely on tge other side. >

m& have now tten to you. Anyhow, I must

u for the very interestin literature you bave forwarded to me.

uia you mind in future a g your correspondence to my

chiet alone and not mention my name on the address, as I am far from

£ the same footing in the firm?7
e sh.lniun you a happy, healthy, and prosperous New Year, belicye me,
Mr.

. Behar,
- Yours, very truly, RENE SigoT,

=4

Here is a copy of the original letter sent by Mr. Pannes on the official
lctterhead of the Hamburg-American Line: .

" HAMBURG-AMERICAN LiNE,
902 Olive Street, St. Louis, January 20, 1909,
L. Boas,
et %@ﬂd t Director and General Manager
Hamburg-American Li:w, §5 Broadway, New York.

Dear Mer. Boas: Your wire arrived too late to secure to-day the
tion you want on Charles Nagel, but I shall do my best to write

informa
fully to-morrow.
’OPL‘ y gxc losed article appeared in the St. Louls Globe Democrat of

Janu
”§onrs. very truly, J. PANNES,

The following is a copy of a newspaper dispatch printed in the St.
Louis Globe Democrat:

NAGEL SLATED FoR CABINET POSITION—SECRETARY OF COMMERCE AND
LapoR PORTFOLIO FOR NATIONAL COMMITTEEMAN—HIS NAME ON THE
LisT—TArT PLANS TO IT THERE ACCORDING TO RELIABLE RE-
PoRT—No PuLLING For HIM—ST. LoUISAN’S WORE ATTRACTED AT-
TENTION OF PRESIDEXT ELECT LONG AGO,

WasHiNGTON, January 18,

From a source whose reliability can not be brought into ?;.lesthm it
was learned to-day that the name of Charles Nagel, of Bt. Lon
at this time on the tentative list of the Cabinet of President-elect
The place LEbﬂpol;lte the name of Mr, Nagel is that of Secretary of Com-
merce and
From the same source comes the story that Mr. Taft, having com-

leted a tentau‘re draft of his Cabinet slnte. docs not propose ge
rture for Panama. He will upon his return take up
0x, who Is to be his Secretary of State, some of the
Cabinet places whlch have not been definitely offered to the men picked
out for them. E to March 4, when he is to be inaugurated, the
President clect will mn e his final revision in the light of some inquf.rlea

which Mr. Knox is to make for him,

FEBRUARY 4,

WANTED MISSOURI TO HAVE PLACE.

It develops that early in his consideration of his Cabinet th
President elect determined that Missouri should h:ve a place, E!)na og
the fond desires of Mr. Taft was to carry Missouri. He ?elt that there
would be a labor defection which would make him suffer in some parts

ofﬁh}e Roougelt durin
the eampaign twitted Mr. Taft repeated bout
Miss te.ﬁlng the candidate that he m!ghtpga.kelynago:d
race ( Preaident was always confident of Mr. Taft's election, and
said so tc all who asked h.'lm& but he never would dupllcate his own
BRblchn g, Fhc T e eions AR | (00,

appare

tht:a.'.l"3 itewdo.u url there was a rapid-fire exe ngp:] 8 tries between

HEAED GOOD ABOUT NAGEL,

Mr. Nagel was brought to the favorable attention of Mr. Taft durin
the administration of Mr. Roosevelt. Mr. Taft was several times f.hge
ast of Mr, Nagel. Mr. Taft often heard eulogistic references to Mr.
from Mr. Roosevelt. While the national campa algn was on, the
hes of reports came from Chicago as to the intell t advice whlch
Mr. Nagel was able to give to the . Not onl
he deferred to in many steps taken in the Mmmﬁfmt, but he n.
eontrolllnﬁ voice, so It was said, in many of the general policies adopted

In the natiomal cam alﬁn
Ythatnommberotthe‘raftc:.hlmt wiu
coma mto his place with less of wire pulling and solicitation in his
behalf. It is sald that after a dignified presentation of Mr. Nagel's
mbt;gn:hghenﬁighwnocag was carried on in his behalf,
only resen ons made were at th Heltati
Mr. Taft, who sought nmﬁ.oul information. o o
ONLY ONE ADVERSE REPORT.

The only adverse movement in connection with Mr. N
that which involved brlngi.ni the Preeldent elect’s artbenn lmmtrgg ;;:::
that Mr, Nagel's law firm clients a brewe concern, and

also, at one time, the Stnndnrd 01l Co. 8 ormation was
conveyed to Mr. Taft by one of hls senatorial rrlends with whom he
went over his tentative Cabinet Recently the President elect has
fully informed himself as to the re Jortu. After weighi them carefnlly,
he is said to haye fully determined that Mr. Nagel's hn;h pemonal char-
acter and the character of his law service has been such in no way to
disqualify hlm for the service whlc.h Mr, Taft seeks at his hands.
Altho Mr. Naﬁela name has been frequently associated with the
B:ce of Becreta the Interior, it is said that place will go to R, A.
1linger, of tha State of Washington,

TREASURY PORTFOLIO UNFILLED,

AvausTA, GA., January 18,

’I‘hnttha Presldent elect has not determined who is to be his Seere-

‘f of the Treasury is indicated by the circumstance that he to-day
had a conversation with J. Bha.ﬂ'er. president of the Chiecago

“‘t‘;ﬁ urcod by Shaffer. who came Dere Feates
as n u a er.woume ere at

eligect In,;' this conference, says Mr, mﬂ 1 of thp

attanﬂon to the Treasury portfollo, and that he may not deeide the
matter until immediately before his inauguration.

Walter 8. Dickey, Republican State chairman of Missourf, will talk
politics with Mr, t to-morrow.

The following letter is u the umclal letterhead of th
Amerlean Linegand dlseloeeg"tnh to make Mg' CheuElIe:ml's:gl
Secretary of Commerce and Labor ot dent Taft's Cabinet’

HAMBURG-AMERICAN LINE,
9802 Olive Sireet, Bi. Lm January 21, 1909,
Mr. B. L. Boas
Resident director and general manager
Hamburg-American Line, §5 Broadway, New York.

DEAR MR, Boas: The inclosed absiract from the Book of 8t. Louisans
contains condensed information on Mr, Nagel's prof.emional and politieal
career, also of the eareer of his former partner, Judﬁo re. :

Mr. Nagel is an intimate friend of Mr. Aaoipims usch and 1s attor-

for the Anheuser-Busch Brewing

am now wattln%ltor additional lnformntlon from Mr. Jos, A. Wright,
an attorney with om I am very well acquainted and on whose discre-
tion I can rely absclutel t{om

Iniormﬂan secured other sources is too general in its nature
and I su of no use f.o you. I refer to the meral statements
bhe is highly respected, t. a mnnemﬁve.

The inclosed clipig Gl obe—Demomt.

1 hope to have other psrtimlars to-morrow morning in time for the
mail which reaches New York on Saturday afternoon,

Yours, very truly, J. PANXES.

NAGEL QUITS PIERCE CASE—TFILES FORMAL NOTICE OF WITHDRAWAL IN
MISSOURI SUPREME COURT—HIS CONNECTION WITH BUIT—ACTION IS
NO SURPRISE, BUT MAY HAVE BEEN HASTENED BY TALE OF A CABINET
OFFICER,

that

JEFFERSON CITY, Mo., January 20.
Charles N&ge] of the firm of Nagel & Kirby, of 8t. Louls, who is said
to-be on Taft Cabinet slate for Secretary of the Depnrtment of
Labor, to-day filled with the clerk of the Bupreme Court of Missourl
formal notice of the withdrawal of his firm as associate counsel for the
Waters-Plerce 0Oil Co. which, in the ouster suits, was shown to be
e Btandard Oil Co. The notice of withdrawal was

When. Gov. Hadley, then atiuraey general, filed his oil suits to oust
the Standard Oll and Republic Oil Cos. from the State and to revoke
the charter of the Waters-Plerce Co., the latter a Mlissourl
tion, Charles Nagel was to have been general co nsel for
Pierce Co. His outlined o}:ollc: of derense did not suit H.

resident of the board directors of the company, and
Johnson was maﬁe eral counsel and J Bam Priest h

ciate. Nagel was ed in a minor capacity and took little Ert

in the hearing of the oll cases before Commissioner Anthony. A

his only connection with the ease was in consultation and in making a

final argument of about an hour before the commissioner in 8t. Louls

when the case was submitted on the teslimony.
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Althongh Mr. Nagel statéd some time ago that he meant to withdraw
from the case, the fact that President elect Taft has slated him for a
Cabinet position as a reward for his good work for Re%nbllcanism in
g[]:‘ssotgl avhile serving as national committeeman may have hastened

action.

Here is a blographical write-up of Mr. Charles Nagel:

[From Book of St. Louisans, published by the 8t. Louis Republic, 1806.
Data for biographiecal sketches furnished by the parties themselves.]

Nagel, Charles, lawyer, born in Colorado County, Tex., August 9,
1849 ; son_of Dr. Herman and Fredericka Nagel; cated in_countr
school In Colorado County, Tex.; academic course in iE\rl\rata gchool an
high school, 8t. Louls; two years' course in St. Louls Law School and
one year in University of rlin, where studied Roman law, polltical
econom{y. etc.; married, first, Louisville, Ky., 1876, Fannie Brandeis ;
one child, Hilde rd, llving; married, second, St. Louls, 18985, Anne
Schepley ; four children, Mary 8., Edlth. Charles, and Anne Dorothe.
Returned to St. Louls after studying abroad in fBT&, and engaged In
practice ; associated at different times with varlous partners, and Janu-
ary 1, 1903, became partmer in firm of Finkelnburg, Nagel & Kirby,
which changed, on the withdrawal of Judge Finkelnburg, June, 1905, to
Nagel & Kirby., Since 1875 has been professor at St. Louis Law School ;
has been member of the board of trustees Public Library, trustee Wash-
ington Unliversity, member of board of control of 8t. Louis Museum of
Fine Arts, member St. Louls Turner Society ; Refmbncan: member Mis-
sourli House of Representatives, 1881-82; president city council, Bf.
Louls, 1893-1897. Clubs: Bt. Louis, University, Commercial, Mercan-
tile, Round Table, Noonday. Office, 700 Becurity Bullding; residence,
8726 Washington Boulevard.

Finkelnhnrf Gustavans Adolphus, lawyer, born near Colognel Prus-
sia, April 6, 7 ; educated In Germany and 8t. Charles, Mo. ; attended
S8t. Charles College, Missouri, and graduated Cincinnati Law College;
married, first, Emma Rombauer; married, second, Ida M. Jorgensen,
Admitted to Missourl bar 1860; member Missourl Legislature, 1864—
1868 ; Member Congress, 18681872 ; Republican nominee for governor of
Missouri, 1876; defeated; same for supreme judge, 1808; defeated;
appointed district judge May 20, 1905; member American Bar Asso-
c&tlon: Republican’; author : practiced in supreme court and the courts
of appeal In Missouri, 1894 ; wrote article on_the “ Power of the State
to regulate prices and charges,” American Law Review, July, 1898,
Clubs : Mercantile, University. Office, room 320, Customhouse; resi-
dence, 4312 Westminster Place,

The following Is another letter on the officlal letterhead of the
Hamburg-American Line, which is self-explanatory :

HAMBURG-AMERICAN LINE,
962 Olive Street, St. Louis, Mo., January 23, 1909.

Mr. EMmir L. Boas,
Resident Director and General Manager
- Hamburg-American Line, §5 Broadway, New York City.

DeAsr Mz, Boas : Mr. Wright could not let me know until to-day the
result of his inguirles about Mr. Nagel. Mr. Wright says that in the
opinion of Mr. Nagel's intimate friends he is well fitted for the post
and not likely to favor legislation restricting immigration, since
sour! and the Bouthwest are in great need of Immigrants,

This and the information almnﬁ]y sent you is all I can secure at pres-
ent, If you wish me to try for more definite information, I shall do
my best to find out more,

Yours, very truly, J. PANNES.

Here is a most illuminating and_interesting letter from Mr. Behar,
managing director of the National Liberal Immigration League, to Mr.
Emil L. %oaﬂ. resident director of the Hamburg-American Line:

JANUARY 24, 1908,

Mr. EMin L. Boas,
Regident Director Hamburg-American Line,
35 Broadway, New York.

Deanr 8in: The league has so far succeeded in checking the efforts of
restrictionists, but the foes of immigration are the kind of people whose
energy is increased by opposition, and whose earnestness and enthusi-
asm grow by defeat. The Junior Order tents have multiplied in Penn-
sylvania and in other parts of the countiry, and the delegates of the
Immigration Restriction League and of other restrictive organizations
are agitating everywhere,

We have sent to Washington a number of dele%ntlons composed of
members of various natlonalities, but the delegates were not really
chosen by bodles of their own nationality. If we are to continue the
campalgn successfully we must penetrate into the masses and interest
them to send delegations and instruct Congress that they are opposed
to further restriction of immigration.

QOur agitation should be earried on in the following ways:

First. Throungh mass meetings organized in all important centers
voting resolutions.

Ste;-ond. Through delegations to Congress and to all important con-
ventions.

Third. Through publie lectures and through special delegates visiting
men’s and women's clubs throughout the country.

Fourth. Through delegates visiting the socleties of various nationali-
ties, as Itallans, Hebrews, Hungarians, ete,, including the unions, for
the purpose of advocating liberal immigration.

b‘&th. Through literature, The league ought to continue to send
pamphlets and other imbllcauons to the Members of Congress and other
notable citizens, and to the public in general.

Sixth, Through correspondence. We have to send appeals and com-
munications to some 15,000 influential persons, most of them clergy-
men.

In order to prove effective the propaganda must be carried on steadily
all the year round. It would require vast financial resources to cover
adequately all the above-enumerated points. However, If we had a defi-
nite sum of money to spend annually, we could arrange a plan for a sys-
tematic campaign, selecting the most lmgormnt means of agitation.
The formulation of such a plan is obviously impossible when we have
no idea to what amount we may commit ourselves. We therefore sug-
gmt:{. ittlmt a regular subvention would greatly enhance the value of our
activity.

Hopf;g you will take this matter into consideration for the present
year, I remain,

Sincerely, yours,

Managing Director.

The following is a circular letter sent out by the National Liberal
Immlﬁ:ﬂon League, of which Mr. Edward Lauterbach at the time was
president :

[Edward Lauterbach, president; 8. M. Newman, first vice president;
William D, Eckert, second vice president; Frank Y. Anderson, third
vice president; J. B. Young, fourth vice president; Antonio Zucca,
treasurer; N. Behar, managing director; Mark J, Katz, John E,
O'Brien, secretaries. Advisory committee, Willlam 8. Bennett, Ben-
jamin F. Buck, David James urrell, Frank 8. Gannon, Louls N. Ham-
merling, J. J. B, Johnsonins, Herman C, Kudlich, Louis Edward Levy,
R. D, Billlman, Thomas R. Slicer, Benjamin F. Tracy, Gallus Tho-

mann. Natlonal Liberal Immigration League. For the pro raﬁu-
lation and better distribution of immligration. Headquarters, No.
150 Nassau Street, New York City. Telephone 4762 Beekman, P.O.

Box 1261.]

GENTLEMEN : Bince 1906 this league has kept Amerlea's door open to
deserving immigrants. Without it, as Members of Congress and others
have repeatedly asserted, laws would have been enacted to shut out
yearly hund of thousands of immigrants whose labor is so much
needed for our great Industries,

In addition is L e has constantly advocated remedial legisla-
tion, such ‘Federal distribution of immigrants, deportation of crimi-
nals, and other measures that would take away the evlls of immigra-
tion while preserving its %reat bl eesimgs.

e do _educational work by distributing our literature among
libraries and deba socleties, from whom we recelve daily requests
for pamphlets. In this way we are bulldinienp a public opinion In
favor of liberal immigratlion among future citizens,

Our league had fully carried its claims for support from all publie-
spirited citizens, and espoclallr those who are connected with industries
whose existence 1s made possible by the Influx of alien unskilled labor
that can not be replaced by the native element. In default of such
uup%?rt we will not be _able to keep up our work, and the Immigration
Restriction League, of Boston, will have the field to itself,

Mr. B. A, ely, our field representative, will call on you and we
bespeak your kind consideration on his behalf,

Yours, very truly,

President.
No confract b upon this league unless countersigned by the
manngln{b director. o person is authorized to use the name of the
1 @ otherwise than in connection with its corporate actlg?'.
e following financial statements of the Natlonal Libe Immlgra-
tion E‘Mgue showing moneys which they recelved from some of the cor-
porations :

National Liberal Immigration League—Statement.

NEw YoRrg, April 10, 1907,
DEBIT.

An&ount brought forward from statement of

ov. 9, 411. 60
To exgendltures from Nov. 9, 1908, to Apr. 10, \

1907, as per detailed account herewith______ 14,913, 71

——  $15, 325. 81
CREDIT,

By cash received 15, 000. 00

By donations received 46. 50

By membership dues received - ____________ 36. 00
15, 082, 50

ance due

232. 81
2,071. 15
2, 303. 96

National Liberal Immigration League—Statement.

NEW YORK, January 1, 1508,

Bal
Liabilities

DEBIT,
To _expenditures from Apr. 8, 1907, to Dec. 31, 1907, as per
detailed account herewith £6, 642, 02
CREDIT,
By cash received—
On Apr. 23, 1907 $500
On May 1907 500
On May 13, 1907. 225
On June 4, 1 500
On July 3, 1907 500
On Aug. 5, 1907 500
On Sept. 4, 1907 500
On Oct. 3, 1907 500
On Nov. 4, 1007 1, 500
On Dec. 17, 1907 500
$5, 725
By subscriptions to league, Apr. 8 to Deec. 81______ $17
By donations to laagu§‘ Apr. S toDec, 31 ______ 82
By sub;tirlpﬂons to Federation Review, Apr. 8 to -

By advertisements in Federation Review, Apr. 8 to
Dec, 31 31

— $0, 897. 00

745,02

Balance due _
National Liberal Immigration League—=Statement.
New Yorg, February 1, 1908,

DEBIT,
To balance as per last statement______________ $745, 92
To expenditures from Jan, 1 to 31, 1908, as per

detalled account herewith__________________ 032, 46

§1, 678. 3§
CREDIT.

By cash received Jan. 8, 1908 ___ ___________ 1, 500. 00
By subscriptions to league, Jan. 1 to 31, 1908___ o5
By donations to leagne, Jan, 1 to 31, 1908______ 14. 00

Bxsi;ublscrl tions to Federation Review, Jan. 1 to
g =5

50
1, 517. 50
180. 88

Balance due --
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National Liberal Immigration League—=Statement.
NEw YorK, March 1, 1908.

DEBIT.
To balance as per last statement_ $£160. 88
To expenditures from Feb. 1 to 29, 1908, as per
detailed account herewith 1,111.08
—$1,271. 96
CREDIT.
By cash recelved Feb. 8, 1908_____ . _______ 1,000.00
By subscriptions and donations, Feb. 1 to 29 26. 38
By adver ts in Federation Review____.__ 2.560
1, 028. 88
Balance due 243. 08
LIABILITIES
To Wm. Siegrist, printer $569. 08
To H. Berlin, for arrears in salary —________ sy 100. 00
To H. 8, Ely & Co., March rent 52. 50
721. 56
Defleit 964. 64

National Liberal I'mmigration League—~Statement.
New Yorx, April 1, 1908,

2 DEBIT.
To balance as per last statement_ _____________ $243. 08
To expenditures from Mar. 1 to Mar. 31, 1008, as
per detailed account herewith 1, 309. 70
———————— $1,552. 78
CREDIT,
By cash received Mar, 2, 1908________________. 1,250.00
By subscription and donations, Mar. 1 to 31.___ 2. 00
By advert ents in Federation Heview_______ 5. 00
1, 257. 00
Balance duoe 205.78
LIABILITIES,
To William Silegrist, printer . §382. 46
To H. Berlin, for arrears in salary____________ 100. 00
To Law Reporting Co,, for reporting league meet- 4500
To H B, Hiy & Co., April rent________________ 52. 50
570. 96
Deficit 875. T4

National Liberal I'mmigration League—=Statement,
New Yong, July 1, 1908.

DEBIT.
To balance as per last statement $205. 78
To expenditures from Apr. 1 to June 30, as per
detailed account herewith ——______________ 4,492, 58
— $4,788.36
. CREDIT.
By cash received Apr. 1 1, 250. 00
By cash received 1 2, 500. 00
By cash received June 1 1, 250, 00
By subscriptions and donations to league, April_ 13. 50
By subseriptions and donations to league, May._ 80, 80
By subseriptions and donations to league, June. 2,00
By subscriptions and advertisements eration
Review, April 1. 50
By subscriptions and advertisements Federation
Review, y. 13. 50
By subscriptions and advertisements Federation
Review, June. 12. 00
&, 123. 30

Balance on hand __

IMMIGRATION BILL I8 DISCUSSED—PRESIDENT WILSON HEARS ARGUMENTS
BY BOTH SIDES AT OPEN MEETING—THE AMERICAN FEDERATION OF
LABOR, RAILROAD BROTHERHOODS, AND FARMERS' ORGANIZATIONS PLEAD
¥OR THE LAW—CHARLES EDWARD RUSSELL INFORMED THE CHIEP
EXECUTIVE “ 1,000,000 SOCIALISTS ¥ OPPOSE BILL—TAMMANY AND * BIG
BUSINESS ¥ ALSO PROTEST.

WASHINGTON, January 80,

In the White House last week 300 men and women urged President
Wilson to slgn and urged him to veto the Burnett immigration bill, It
was an interesting assembly that arranged itself in a semicircle around
the Natlon's Chief Executive, who gave close attention to the workers'
pleas for restriction and the oratorical flights of “ big business " repre-
sentatlives. The battle was waged on the section of the bill prwi(ﬁng
for a literacy test

Unions liated to the American Federation of Labor, the railroad
brotherhoods, and the farmers' organizations asked that the bill be
signed. On the other side were patriotic representativés of * big busi-
nesa};’ vote-hunting politicians from every party, and those who opposed
the bill for sentimental reasons. ;

Ex-Congressman Bourke Cockran, New York lawyer, and Congressman
GaAnLivaN, of Massachusetts, led the op]i)onit“lon. Their rounded sen-
tences and Inspiring appeals for the American flag might well be termed
classics for schoolboys, Buch gems as this were common: “A con-
stellation in the firmament of civillzation.”

*  Mr. Cockran indicated who he refresented, however, when, in opposl-
tion to the literacy test, he said, *“1 believe a hand calloused’ with labor
should be a better pmﬁrt." ;

Former Lieut. Gov. itman told the President he represented Tam-
many, and that that organization was opposed to the bill.

Charles Edward Russel, magazine writer and lecturer, said, * 1,000,000
socialists ” oppose the Dbill, which, he declared, was * unsound and
could not be enforced.”

Secretary Morrison, of the American Federation of Labor, di
matlcally called attentlon to the opposition of some associations “t
depend for existence for contributions from the employing class.”

errm&to the §60,000,000 annual income of steamship companies, he
gaid, “ this will account in a great measure for the opposition of socle-
ties of various nationalities composed wholly or partly of business men
and the nttorneg-s of business men,” whose freight charges might be in-
creased to meet the companies’ deficit if lmmr.;lgratlon was restricted.
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The unionist presented organized labor's position on this question, and
:rpi?:;ed by .%mtmnnign of Ltm'ezl;lt!gators, %ﬁh worgeuqnnm correct
orant allens ving

standard of American wage earners. oo A sy ﬂ-m K
The President gave two and one-half hours to the hearing, which was

divided between the two foi . - Se M
Fioe 20r T el bquces cretary Morrison had charge of the
| Patten, representing the three farmers’ organizations, compris-

i S Cions S Do, geamiod rewiutians puwe by Nedusn! S
yor e 5 t!

'BLI farmers the sort of Im nts the bﬂ?rls Lntmdede to ex-
the “ Hussianizing"” of American labor

ens,
ce nt Order of Railroad Conductors,
m brotherhoods, representing 350,&1:}'6

i ton, of New York, on behalf of various organizations
of alienists and State boards of health said that three-fourths of th
insanity in certain secti of the coun is the reuult(m of ﬁl.l?:cratg

the cost of our ecommon-school educati H].E ‘E.gums’s e tﬂlm
ucation. were star -
He said this insanity could be largely traced totheﬂoodofaugh

arriving every nﬂm
Prof. Fairchild, of Yale University, insisted that the illiteracy test is
American and fair. He stated that when this same bill was up for
consideration in previous C Italy built schoolhouses in antlei-
pation of its passage. The lhouses were abandoned when the bill
M Brof. Ross, of Wisconsin Unt sity, sal
rof. Ross, o on ver i d that of all the tests that
gl:;.l been proposed to restriet immigration the one of illiteracy was

Opponents of the bill showed much alarm at the rosxectx of this
coun run short of labor. Many opponents decfue in favor of
m‘tﬁt o gnu.:ﬂhut “mmtbis ki:d." Nt%nu thethm however, l:;:nt.hm;fd
o @ ve su e. e other sgeakzn a; e bill
were Representatives Babath,%ois; Goldfogle, of ?ﬂr York; J.
Hampton Moore, of Pennsylvania; and Prof. Larn of the University
of 1vania ; Oscar Villard, editor New York ening Post, and
several representatives of foreign fraternal and other organizations,

LITERACY TEST FAVORED BY TRADES-UNIONISTS ; AMERICAN FEDERATION OF
LABOR SECRETARY MORRISON TELLS WIY.

At a publie hearing in the White House last week President Wilson
listened to arguments for and against the literacy provision contained
in the Burnett immigration bill, which has passed both Houses of Con-
gress by overwhelming votes. ﬁetretary Morrison spoke for the workers
of this country, and in urging that the President sign the bill, presented
the following defense of the literacy-test clause:

“ Mr. President, the proposition to prohibit immigration to the United
States of able- ed men and women because can not read has a
s{mpathetie viewpoint, where individuals are eonsidered ; but, notwith-

ding such a v int, the American Federation of Labor, which
represents the workers of the country, and which is the only
method or o or which can with any justifieation or

reason represent the un workers, has repeatedly declared b;

resolutions in conventions * that the literacy test is the most practicable

means of restricting the present tion of cheap labor whose com-
tltion‘ is 80 rulnous to the workers already here, whether native or

orelgn,
“A great deal has been sald and published in an endeavor to create
the impression that it is pecessary to Induce Immigration to come to

this country for the purpose of securing agricultural workers. There

is no question in my mind but that such agitation has for its purpose

g%:el m:cc ho: emigrants to our country to supply the United States
0., the

eat manufacturing concerns, coal companies, packin
houses, and railroads with men wuiing to work at a cheaper wage thag
those who are born here.

“That there may be no misunderstanding in regard to what the
farmers think about using immigrants for farm hands, their resent-
ative, in his statement to you to-day, has clea:lgoplacad the farmers’
organizations on record as ospmed to the Pmpcal n of bringing immi-
grants Into this coun-trL;o o agricul work.

“ The opponents of t test make the argument that common labor-
ers would belong to the class that could not pass the literacy test, and
that this munt? is very much in necd of that particular kind of labor.

“The great industrial com%anten of this country have more men
to-day than they ecan mplo% ut they want the Preuent conditions of
unemployment to obtain, }mey want two men for ew
know that unemployed men must work to live, and th necessities
will force them to accept m{l wa%ut by the companies. Hence the
workers' wages are literally held ow a living wage by the hunger,
mlseg, and distress of the unemployed.

“The o ized wnfo workers have deelared In favor of restriction
of immlg)a on to maintain uonlowered the Amerlecan standard of life.
Those who oppose restriction are ntatives of companies and asso-
clations composed of employers of labor, whose dominant interest is the
dollar, and assoclations that depend for their existence vpon contribn-
tions from the empluyl.gg class,

“They feel that a reduction of immigration will result in a higher
wage for their workers, which will disturb the profits and dividends
from products manufactured by them, or perhaps they have been in-
formed that If the steamship eompanies do not receive $60,000,000 a
year for transporting aliens they will raise their f t rates.

“ This reason will account in a great measure for the opposition of
socleties of various nationalities composed wholly or partly of business
men, and the attorneys of business men. Restriction may interfere
with thelr profits.

“With them it is always the dollar—with never a thought for the
success or comfort of our millions of wageworkers or the hundreds of
thousands who are continuously without sustaining emplggment. The
steamship companies’ interest in immigration is the $60,000,000 or
more a ¥Far collected by them for carrying aliens to and from our
shores. hese companies have no interest in the welfare of our people.
Thelir interest is in the dollars they collect.

*We oppose any attempt to lower the standards of American life.
We want to raise them, and we are opposed to the exploitation of mil-
lions of aliens with its attending evils to swell the profits of the steam-
ship companies, even if it adds to the resources of those companies
£60,000, a year, even if it enables the United States Steel Trust to
pay dividends and interest on $400,000,000 of stocks and bonds which
never cost that company one cent.
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# 1 wish to eall your attention to the fact that industry is protected
by a tariff, but labor is not ; that the products of labor are pmtecte_d. but
we have a free flow of labor coming to our shores all the time; that
the manufacturers have protection against products manufactured by
cheap labor in toie:g'n fog;)tl’i&ﬂ, but labor has no protection against the
importation of ¢ abor.

RS The opponents -:I;t this measure say that if the products of labor
are protected, them labor itself must benefited, becanse the manu-
facturer can sell the products at a much higher price than can be ob-
tained in other countries and will be in a position to pay higher wsgas
to his employees. The protected manufacturer docs recelve a higher
price than the products can be sold for in other countrleai' and the
gsecond contention—that they are thus made able to higher wages
to their employaea—l-ia also true, but the fact is they do mot pay higher
wages. They pay lower wages.

“We find that the most h‘lghlly rotected industries, particularly the
industries that are now control by trusts, such as the Steel Trust,
Rubber Trust, Sugar Trust, Fukins houses, and textile lnductrty, ﬂ?a:r
to their employees the lowest w in the countr{& and some o em
less than a llving wage for a f ns{ A high tariff has nothing to do
with the wages pald in these Industries. :

“ We hold that limitation of immigration to our country will compel
soclal and industrial reform in the countries from which the immigra-
grants flow. The fact that these countries have an outlet for a great
number of their people means that there is an outlet from the o pressive
conditions in those countries. For that reason those countries dela
social and industrial reforms. As a consequence industrial and soc
misery is perpetuated in those countrieg, because thelr citizens are
induced to come to this country.

“Those of us who have made a careful study of the question and
have watched the census have been forced to the conclusion that it has
become @& habit of mind of the people of this country to have small
families, The foreigners who come here have large families, but after
being here some time they seem to get into the habit of mind which

revails among those born here; that is, the ever-decreasing number
n a family, Those who have given this particular subjeet much
thonght and observation have come to the conclusion that this habit
of mind is one of the direct results of the tremendous influx of foreign
immigration into this country, which causes competition, increases- the
difficulties in way of obtain a living wage, and forces the workers
to the conelusion that it is their one recourse to enable them to
the American standard of life, and to survive the competition of the
million or more allens that have been coming bere each year.
e R e  aete watl T

t workers merican 8 n

“0On February 2, 1514. Representative AUSTIN read the following

letter :

Edward Horvath Labor Ageney, M. Engel, manager. ILdicensed and
; waboudeg. Telephone, Ofchnm 1039, ﬁi East Third Street.]

New Yorg Ciry, Oclober §, 1913,
B. E. & H. L. SgEEPHERD CO.,
Rockport, AMe.
GENTLEMEN : Forelgn mlmrm-!;rs,l'&ei now uvgtﬂ%ble in this city for less
wages than you can secure men for in your State.
Are you in need of any? If so, we can offer for immedlate shipment
nn% number of them of any desired nationality.
rusting to hear from you, we are,
Very truly, yours, M. Excern, Manager.
“The following advertisement appeared in a Pittsburgh paper:
¢ Men wanted—Tinners, catchers, and helpers to worﬁa in open
ghops ; Syrians, Poles, and Roumanians preferred. Steady employment
:l?a %?10’!{ wages to men willing to work. Fare pald and no fees
g

“The wage earners belleve in an effective re tion of immigration,
because they desire to refain the American standard of living. The
standard of wages for both skilled and unskilled labor of this countr
is the resunlt of many years' effort by organized labor. When an imm
grant accepts work at less than the standard wage, he not only takes
ahe plaacﬁd O‘Eh a man \;ruu;klng tgt ? higher l‘:tfﬁﬂ I;u}nge sguists hil’::htorcm

OWNW e prevailing rate of wages ustry, w res
ci;rrllles with tlen g % An redﬁ:tftion in the physical, moral, and
tellectual s a of American life,

“1It Is now an undisputed fact that in man{ industries the immi-
grants who come here are working for wages so low that the American
worker, Inslsting on American standards, can not compete with them.
In fact, they can not au]gport a tamil{ on the wages paid them.

“ In support of my statement that the American worker can not com-
pete with this indoced immigration and support a family on the wages

aid, I refer you, Mr, President, to the inves tion of the Bethlehem

Etecl Works made by a committee of the Federal Council of the
Churches of Christ, representing over 16,000,000 people, and the in-
vestigation made by Commissioner Neill, of the Department of Labor,
as to wages and conditions In the steel astry.

“The committee of the Federal Council of Churches of Christ,
commenting on the wage scale at Bethlehem, said:

“4Thisg a wage scale that leaves no option to the common laborers
but the boarding-boss method of livlntg. th many men to the room.
When a man has a family with him, they take in lodgers, or often the
woman goes to work. It is reported that immigrant parents send their
children_back to the old country to be reared while the mother goes to
wurg. On gémh a wage basis American standards are impossible,

“Again, they say:

o ‘Et!\'one of these common Iaborerf in any of these steel mills are
paid a living wage for the average-size family.”

“ The literacy test is an expedient which should be ado¥ted now, and
time and experience will demonstrate what further legislation will be
necessary in the interest and for the safety of the American people, for
the improvement of American citizenship and homes, and for per-
petunation of the American Republic.

“ The American Federation of Labor, at its convention held in No-
vember in Philadelphia, mmnimunslr adopted a report urging the

enactment into law of the immigration bill. I will read so much
the report as refers to the literacy test:

“*It may be well understood that the Governments of Europe will
exert themselves to the ntmost to the end that those who are fit and
who survive the destructlon of the present conflict will not be per-
mitted to leave their native countries, but will be seduced by whatever
promises are necessary to remain and ald in the restoration of those
countries to thelr lost position In commerce and industry, at the same

offering whatever Inducements or assistance they may to the
migration of the unfit to the United States, Canada, or any other

country that may recelve them. * * * For this, if for no other
n, the organlized labor movement of the North American continent
ghould devote without cessation its most earnest endeavor to secure

the r?eed passage of the Burnett bill, containing the provision for
ﬂu.!' tengy test.” * * » e =

Mr. President, no other single pro addition to our immigra-
tion laws has received the indorsement accorded to the literacy test.
Seven times since 1894 Dhills to refuiate immigration have passed one
or the other Houses of Congress; In each case they have been passed
I':;r large votes. The Immigration Commission, which studied the ques-
on for nearly four years, said in the statement of its conclusions:

“*The co on as a whole recommends restriction as demanded
by economiec, moral, and social considerations.’

“A majorit{ of the commission favor the reading and writing test
as the most favorable single method of restricting undesirable immi-
gration, The majori in this case consisted of eight out of nine
members of the commission.

“The men who are chiefly interested in importing cheap lalcr into
this country are great tariff barons, the great mine barons, who
want ‘cheap labor. They know that they can not get cheap labor unless
they get ignorant labor, because ignorant labor is the only labor that
does not organize, that does not combine, and does not defend itself.
When you bar men because of illiteracy, g:\r: do not bar ther: because
of themselves—you bar ignorance. You orance, because ignor-
ance Is dangerous to free institutions in a -governing country.”

PRESIDENT VETOES IMMIGRATION BILL—UNIONISTS URGED TO WRITH
REPREESENTATIVES—QUICK ACTION NECESSARY TO OFFSET IXFLUENCE
OF POWERFUL STEAMSHIP LOBBY AND ITS ALLIES—SUCCESS DEPENDS
UPON A TWO-THIRDS VOTE.

WasHINGTON, January 30,
President Wilson communicated to the House of Representatives,
Thursday, that he disapproved the Burnett immigration bill because
of the literacy test. The Amerlean Federatlon of Labor, the railroad
brotherhoods, and farmers' organizations prepared for this ibility,
and have been urging their members to communicate with ﬁepreﬁenm-
tives, who are g}g urged to not sustain the President's veto. It is
nireed by House Members that action on the veto will be taken mnext

Thursday, February 4. A two-thirds vote is necessary to reject the

veto. Both sides the Hounse have Issued a call for absent Repre-

sentatives, as it is predicted the vote will be as close as when President

E‘ms veto on the same bill was sustalned in the House by but 4

otes,
Trades-unionlsts are uried to Immediately telegraph thelr Repre-
sentatives to not sustain the veto. All ni‘.l:\m%‘r be!ievcrnpin mﬂntnil:fl.ng
the American standard of living are urged to do likewise. It Is im-
perative that thls action De taken to offset the influence of the ship-
Elﬂge intarea.fu and their allies, who are working under the guise of
m”k:?’}ism to permit them free access to the world's cheapest labor

The passage of the Burnett bill Iz mecessary for workers in their
struggle to maintaln American ideals and living wages.
Inform your Representative of this fact to-day.

A){vmtgfxmm%nx%mﬂ oF Langg,
ashington, D. €., Januar 1915,
Hon. Joux BURNETT, 2 AL

Chairman Committee on Immigration,
House of Representatives, Washington, D, C.

Dear 8in: Bince my letter to yon of yesterday, in which I undertook
to meet the objections inte by the President in vetolng the im-
migration bill, and In which letter T also referred to the source from
which the National Liberal Immigration League obtained Its financial
backing, and in which I aleo Incorporated copies of documents which
came into my possession, I have this morning by mall received several
documents of importance bearing npon this latter subject. One of
them is a copy of an agreement entered into between the National
Liberal Immigration League, Mr., N. har, managing director, and
Bela N. Sekely, field representative of the leagne. The agreement pro-
vides for the commissions which B. A. Sekely shall recelve for financial
contributions made la trusts, corporations, and holding companies, and
special reference to the United States Steel Corporation. or your In-
formation, as well as for the record, I inclose a copy of that agreement.

I also Inclose a copy -of a pen-written letter by . Behar from Wies-
bads Cologne, under date of Auphust 22, 1913, to Mr. Sekely. These
are of the most important among those I received.

In addition, I should say that the person who placed these communi-
cations In my possession writes me to the effect that If the documents
submitted to {?u yesterday and the inclosed should be supplemented
by others, or he is wanted * to appear before any properly consti-
tuted body to substantlate by statement,” and anything In reference
thereto, he will be glad to cumP!y. It seemed to me that as chairman
of the Committee on Immigration of the House of Representatives all
this information should be in possession of yourself, of your committee,
and of Congress,

Yery truly, yours, BAML., GOMPERS,
President Amervican Federation of Labor.

NATIONAL LIBERAL IMMIGRATION LEAGUE,
150 Nassavu SteEer, New Youx.
AGREEMENT.

Entered into June 17, 1912, by and between the National Liberal
Immigration League, of New York, party of the first part, and Bela A.
Sekely, of New York, party of the second part, witnesseth :

First. Party of the second part agrees to endeavor to ralse financial
:mpPort for the Natlonal Liberal Immigration League and party of the
first part agrees and obliges itself to pay to party of the second part
commissions as stated in the following paragraph for each and all
contributions and donations secured by party of the second part.

Becond. It is mutually agreed by the contracting parties that party
of the first part will pay to party of the second part the following
commissions on each of the donations and contributions secured by
party of the second part—

a) On sums over $10,000 a commission of 10 per cent.

b) On sums over $5,000 up to $10,000 a commission of 15 per cent.

e¢) On sums over $1,000 up to £5,000 a commission of 20 per cent,

d) On sums amounting to $1,000 or less a commission of 25 per cent.

e) On all contributions and donations made by parties r one
ear has W since their first contribution was made party of the
rst part pay to party of the second part a commission of only 10

per cent irrespective of the slze of such contributions or donations.
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Third. It is mutually understood and agreed that when a single
contribution is made by business concerns known as trusts or holdin
companies this contribution comprising the contributions of severa
subsidiary companies of such trust or holding company—Ilike the United
States Steel Corporation—then the amount of such contribution is to
be subdivided by the number of companies belonginfs to such trust or
holding eompany, and the getcentaga of commission to be determined
by, and to be pald on each of the average amounts shown by the sub-
division stated above.

Fourth. Party of the first part agrees to pay to party of the second
part a weekly sum of £25 to cover his personal expenses, the total of
such payments, however, to be deducted from the total of commissions
due to party of the second part.

Fifth. Party of the first rt agrees to pay the traveling expenses
for pmiig of the second part and such necessary business expenses as
typewriting, ete.

his aggeement can be discontinued by either party in giving two
weeks' notice to the other party.
BeLA N. SBEEKELY.

N. BEHAR,
WEISBADEN, COLN., August 22, 1913.

My DeEsr Mr. S8ERELY: [ am 'ﬁomg shortly to Liverpool, as everything
depends on the decision taken there.
will do my best—as far as argument and persuasion can %o.

Recelved your friendly lines the 5th instant. 1 hope by this time
you have recelved from Mr. Waron or otherwise the $30.

Very glad to hear that you will go often to the office.

1 enjoyed the trip in the steamer, where I could do good service by
refraining from sitting at table at night for supper. No more so, since
I must count the sous and the pfennigs.

Let us hope, with kind regards for you and Mr. Berlin.

My address: 9 Rue Wauguelin, Paris.

Yours,
N. BEHAR.

. O to sign a letter to the sig-
na%ml-li%gp,e ws;c!':ll’c:[}l g?]t[ai:mtsogay h:?e.x? 3:11?1 The object of the letter igl.l
question is to notify our signatories that we wlill append their names
to our arguments.

Mr. BURNETT. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gentleman from
Pennsylvania to use some of his time.

Mr. MOORE. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from New
York [Mr. CArper].

Mr. CALDER. Mr. Speaker, there is unquestionably a strong
sentiment among a large number of people in this country that
this measure should prevail. These people are actuated by the
very highest ideals; they are among our very best citizens and
sincerely believe that the immigrant coming to this country
who ecan not read or write is a menace to our institutions. I
respect their views, and if T could bring myself to agree with
them, I would gladly vote to-day to override the President’s veto.

This country was settled by immigrants. Our forefathers
came here that they might enjoy freedom of speech, freedom of
religion, and have an opportunity to work out their own and
their children's happiness. I am heartily in favor of keeping
out the undesirable alien, and when this measure was under
consideration voted for it with the literacy test eliminated. I
regret sincerely that it did not pass in that shape. It would
have been a stronger and better measure than the one now in
force.

Much has been said to-day of the attitude of labor on this
important question, and it has been argued that the coming to
this country of large numbers of immigrants has tended to de-
crease the earning capacity of the American eitizen. My ob-
servation in the great city of New York, where we have to
meet and work out this problem, is entirely contrary to that
view. I have been a close observer of labor conditions in the
city and State of New York and of the wages paid there. I
know that 30 years ago the men engaged in the common labor
in our State were largely of Swedish, Irish, German, and Eng-
lish extraction, Now the children of these same men are en-
gaged in the skilled trades at wages from 25 to 50 per cent more
than they were paid 30 years ago. The effect of immigration
has been to force up the wages of the immigrant of 30 years
ago, who is the American of to-day. Common labor in the city
of New York is now almost entirely performed by the Italians
and the other races from southern Europe. We have spent in
New York State during the past eight years on the roads in
our rural communities and in the rebuilding of the Erie Canal
over $150,000,000, and have now under contract or in contempla-
tion the expenditure of over $300,000,000 for the extension of
our great subway system in the city of New York. More than
half the labor in these great public improvements is performed
by unskilled workmen, and the vast majority of the men engaged
in this work are illiterate. In New York State we have a law
which compels every boy and girl to go to school until they are
14 years of age. In the northern European countries the same
law also prevails. Nelther the young fmerican or the alien from
the countries referred to will perform the common laboring work
demanded in the great public improvements we have undertaken
in recent years.

I said a moment ago that in New York City we have this
great problem to solve, and we are solving it successfully. It
is true that at present over 400,000 men and women in our

city are out of employment, but in this vast number few are
among the illiterate. These people take care of their savings
and, when the hard times appear, are able to live on their
savings until business revives.

My observation, Mr, Speaker, is that when the illiterate for-
elgner comes here he is the first one to see the necessity of
education. T have gone through some of our night schools and
find the great majority of those attending are from our foreign-
born population. They can neither read nor write, and they
improve the first opportunity to gain this advantage. They learn
in these night schools the rudiments of an education and re-
spect for our American institutions, and most of them when
they are here long enough to become citizens are sufficiently
advanced to present themselves to our courts and be accorded
the rights they are entitled to under the law. I have visited
some of the high schools in the city of New York. I find that
a majority of the boys and girls attending there endeavoring
to obtain an education are children of foreign-born parents.
These parents, realizing their lack of education, grasp it imme-
diately for their children. I am informed that in the College
of the City of New York the parents of three-fourths of the
children are of foreign birth. Men on this floor have criticized
the character of the citizenship of our city. We are proud of
it. The leveling influence of our great public-school system is
doing more to solve this problem than all the laws we can place
on the statute books. We want the strong, decent immigrant.
We need him. We can assimilate him. We are assimilating
him. We do not want the criminal, the anarchist, the unclean
or indecent, and I am in favor of making the law just as
strong as possible to keep out the men and women who, from
their character, their health, their previous habits, will not in
the end become good American citizens,

The other day, in a conversation with several Members of the
House, it was suggested that our pension laws should be
amended so as to prohibit the granting of pensions to pensioners
who did not reside within the boundaries of the United States.
This brought very forcibly to my mind the story of two cousins
of my maternal grandfather who came to this country at the
outbreak of the Civil War—two young Irishmen who could
neither read nor write. They had heard of the war for the
preservation of the Union. They knew this country had been
the haven for the oppressed of their land, and they offered their
services to the United States. One of these illiterate lads was
killed at Gettysburg and the other severely wounded. The
wounded boy returned to his old home after the war and there
married a young Irish woman, and shortly after left her a
widow. She is living in the old country, drawing a small pen-
sion, which T am sure, when the circumstances are understood,
nobody will try to take from her. I simply point out this inci-
dent to indicate how unfortunate it would have been if at that
time these two young liberty-loving Irishmen had been unable
to come here and serve this country in its hour of need.

Mr. Speaker, I address the House to-day with some misgiving.
As I indicated in the opening of my remarks, many of the best
people in my State and city differ with me on this question.
Frankly, I have at times struggled with myself in an effort to
see If it were not possible to agree with them on the subject, but
I can not do so. In a matter of this kind one must vote accord-
ing to his conscience, and I can not bring myself to vote to shut
the door of opportunity to the unfortunate man or woman avho
has been denied the chance that you and I have had.

Mr. GARDNER. Mr, Speaker, I yield five minutes to the
gentleman from California [Mr. J. R. KNoWLAND].

Mr. J. R. KNOWLAND. Mr. Speaker, having supported the
bill now pending before the House, I shall now vote to pass it,
the veto of the President notwithstanding.

The necessity of some character of restriction to keep from
our shores undesirable classes of immigrants has been growing
more apparent from year to year, as the records have disclosed
an annually increasing number of arrivals at our ports. Vari-
ous methods have been proposed to solve the problem during
the decade that I have been a Member of this body. In 1907
Congress provided for the appointment of a commission to
make a thorough study of the entire question. At that time a
bill providing a literacy test was pending. Before adopting
this plan the House desired that a thorough investigation of the
whole subject should be made. This commission was composed
of three Members of the Senate, three Members of the House,
and three others not Members of Congress. One of these out-
siders was a distinguished citizen of the State of California,
Mr. William R. Wheeler. An investigation was made of condi-
tions abroad. Exhaustive hearings were had. In reporting
the commission was unanimous that some method of restriction
was necessary. As I recall—and I think the gentleman from
Massachusetts [Mr. GArRDNER] so stated upon the floor yester-
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day—eight of the nine members of the commission advocated a
literacy test.

The President in his veto message declares that he knows of
no desire on the part of the American people for this character
of law. My experience in this House has taught me that when
a measure passes this body by an overwhelming vote it is in
response to a well-defined public sentiment throughout the
United States. Upon two occasions a literacy test has passed
this House by an overwhelming vote. I maintain there can be
no better or more accurate test of public sentiment throughout
the country than shown by a majority vote of the Members of
Congress representing every section, and who are responsible
to the people of their various districts for their every act. Yes;
and I have found that the Members of this House are quicker
to detect public sentiment than any other body or individual
in the country. They appeal to the people every two years.

The President also declares that the political platforms should
speak. It seems to me that the President of the United States
is the last person upon the face of the globe to disapprove a
bill because it is not mentioned in the platform of the party.
We have seen too many planks repudiated that were contained
in the platform of the Democratic party. We saw the free-toll
plank repudiated; and now the President and his party are
about to repudiate another plank in the Democratic platform—
the one in reference to a second presidential term. 8o, it seems
to me, that this argument falls to the ground. O, it may be
that this test will not keep out of the United States all of the
undesirable immigrants we would desire to keep out, but, in my
opinion, it is a step in the right direction., [Applause.]

This method may not be perfect, but what better plan is
offered? It will be found that most of those who oppose the
literacy test are unfavorable to any form of restriction.

As a nation we have always welcomed the thrifty and indus-
irions immigrant, and will, I hope, continue this policy. Those
who fail to have the proper respect for our institutions, those
who do not appreciate the value of American citizenship and
would subvert our laws, this class we do not welcome. The
literacy test, in my opinion, will bar many.

1 freely acknowledge that many of our best and most de-
sirable citizens are foreign born. Had they come to this country
under present conditions, considering the advance the world has
made in education, there would be few, if any, who would have
been unable to meet the simple literacy test provided in this bill.
Any foreigner imbued with the proper ambition and possessed of
sufficient enterprise would fit himself for the test.

In this connection I will guote the language of the literacy
test. I do not see how it can be seriously objected to in this
enlightened age. It reads as follows:

“That after four months from the approval of this act, in addition to
the aliens who are by law mnow excluded from admission into the
United States, the followinz persons shall also be excluded from admis-
glon thereto, to wit: -

All aliens over 16 years of age, physically capable of remung. who
can not read the English language, or some other language or dialect,

including Hebrew or Yiddish : Provided, That any admissible allen or

any allen heretofore or hereafter legu.liy admitted, or any citizen of the
United States, may bring in or send for his father or grandfather over
55 years of age, his wife, his mother, his grandmother, or his unmar-
riedr or widowed daughter, if otherwise admizsible, whether such rela-
tive can read or mot; and such relative shall be permitted to enter.
That for the purpose of ascertaining whether aliens can read the im-
migrant inspectors shall be furnished with slips of uniferm size, pre-
pared under the direction of the Secretary of Labor, each containing
not less than 30 nor more than 40 words in ordinary use, printed in
lainly legible type in some one of the various languages and ects of
Pmmigmnts. Each allen may designate the particular language or
dialect in which he desires the examination to be made, and shall be
required to read the words printed on the glip In such language or
dialect.

When the war in Europe ends the Pacific coast will be con-
fronted with a new immigration problem resulting from the
opening of the Panama Canal. Then the European immigrant
will land directly at our doors. We are taking steps to meet
the situation. The best methods of locating immigrants in the
soil is being studied. With this in view, a Pacific coast immi-
gration congress was held in San Franeisco in April, 1913, at-
tended by 327 delegates from 42 cities in California, Oregon, and
Washington. !

As shown by evidence already placed in the Recorp, the chief
fight against this section is being inspired by the foreign steam-
ship companies which profit so largely from the traffic. They
want no restriction of immigration. It is not surprising that
these companies have contributed to the fund raised by the
National Liberal Immigration League, which is the leading
organization fighting against the restriction of immigration.
Probably it will be impossible to override the veto of the Presi-
dent owing to his power, but the issue will be a live one in the
next campaign. Organized labor is interested. Patriotic men
and women in every section, anxious to raise the standard of
American citizenship, will continue the fight.

In California no man or woman can enjoy the privilege of
full eitizenship, can exercise the right of the ballot, unless able
to both read and write. Should not the immigrants entering
g:tt? State be able to read at least, as provided in the literacy

We of the Pacific coast want resiriction that will aid in ex-
cluding the undesirable classes, and, in my opinion, this bill is
a marked advance over existing laws or any new law so far
proposed. [Applause.]

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
expired.

[Mr. FARR addressed the House. See Appendix.]

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the
gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. McGuire].

Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, if
the Democratic Party were going to remain in power indefinitely
there would be no oceasion to restrict immigration. The Demo-
cratic Party always has restricted immigration, and for a splen-
did reason, and that reason is that when the Democrats are in
power there is no work in this country for the laboring man,
whether he be foreign or domestic. The Republican Party was
divided in the last presidential campaign. However, notwith-
standing that division, I want to make this observation, that
if President Wilson had gone before the American people with
the statement that there would be a bill such as this before the
American Congress, and that it would pass both the House and
the Senate and that he would veto it, he never would have been
President of the United States. [Applause.] There mever
would be a man elected President who was opposed to restricted
immigration if the people knew his position prior to the date of
election. They say that they qualify quickly in this country;
that they learn to read and write quickly. I see no reason why
a4 man, if he is competent, can not gualify just as quickly in
some other country as he can after he gets here. I fail to see
the force of that suggestion.

I have in my office now no less than 100 protests from differ-
ent sections of the United States, all coming from orgamized
labor, requesting that I vote to pass this bill over the President’s
veto. I have two letters on my desk at this time requesting that
I vote to sustain the President of the United States. And I
apprehend, gentlemen, that the ratio of population of this coun-
try is in accord with the ratio of letters which I have received
pro and con upon this gnestion.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. I can not yield now. I under-
take to say that for every man in America, whether for labor or
otherwise, for every man who is opposed to restricted immigra-
tion there are no less than 50 who favor restricted immigration,
and you can generally rely upon the disinterested, honest,
frank, and candid judgment of the American people.

Talk about its not being in the Democratic platform. The
President says it has been in no platform. The President is
mistaken about that. Every party that has ever mentioned it
has always declared in favor of restricted immigration. But
the President has been for scme things that were not only in the
platform, but which declared for the opposite of his subseguent
position. I speak particularly of the Panama Canal tolls. The
ladies went to him some time ago and interrogated him in re-
spect to woman suffrage. He said, “I can not do anything,
because it is not in my party’s platform.” Well, I will tell you
there was something, gentlemen, in the Baltimore platform;
there was a plank or paragraph in that platform that the people
of America were for. I refer fo rural credits. There was an
affirmative statement in favor of rural credits in that platform,
so that the President, it seems to me, could find something to
do by taking up things they did declare for. [Applause.]

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Oklahoma
has expired. >

The time of the gentleman has

RESIGNATION OF A MEMBER.

The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House a notifica-
tion of the resignation of a Member. The Clerk will report it.
The Clerk read as follows:

Jersey Crry, N. J., February j, 1915,
Hon. CHAMP CLARK,
Washington, D, O.:

Have this datgetendered my resignation as Member of House of Repre-
sentatives to governor of New Jersey. Formal notification mailed
to you this morning. '

EvGexE F. KINERAD,

INMMIGRATION.
AMr. BURNETT. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the
genfleman from Mississippi [Mr. Hagrrisox].
The SP . The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Haz-
RI50N] is recognized for three minutes,
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Mr. HARRISON. - Mr. Speaker, the President in his message
vetoing this bill, in speaking of the literacy test, employed the
following language:

Restrictions like these, adopted earlier in our history as a nation,
would very materially have altered the course and cooled the humane
ardors of our politics,

That is true, Mr. Speaker, but the American Government of
to-day is unlike the American Government of yesterday. Con-
ditions prevailed then not only in this country but in other
countries very much different from now.

New and changed conditions have made necessary new and
changed laws. What was the situation in the formative period
of this Government? Here was a great country with un-
traveled -forests, unexplored streams, and unbounded oppor-
tunities; a country that extended an invitation to the oppressed
and adventurous of other lands—an invitation, however, that
was accepted mainly by the sturdy Anglo-Saxon, whose ambi-
tions cried out for liberty and whose heart beat for freedom.
The undesirables, the riffraff, the outcasts, and the scum of other
countries did not accept the invitation, first, becanse they were
unable to feel its warmth of meaning, and secondly, because
they did not breathe the spirit of adventure, thrift, and liberty—
gqualities that make a people strong, a nation great.

There were in those days, Mr. Speaker, no great steamship
lines to encourage and bring over for selfish purposes the
criminals and illiterates of other lands, but those who came
were moved by a spirit of liberty, a love of freedom. If you
eay few of them were educated, I answer yes. If you say that
had the literacy test then been invoked few of them could
have entered, I answer yes. All that is true, yet it argues
nothing. In those days many people, not only in America, but
in the great countries of Europe were uneducated. One hun-
dred and twenty-five years ago few colleges and no public
schools could be found in this country, but since that time no
fact has been appreciated quite go much by the American people
as the necessity of education. They see in it the preservation
of high ideals, the perpetuity of Christian institutions, the sta-
bility of the Government, and the greatness of the Nation.

In 1800 there was expended in this country for education a
little more than $1,000,000. Last year there was expended over
$700,000,000. Since the foundation of our Government we have
expended incalculable sums for education, and to-day school-
houses nestle on almost every hill and great towering universi-
ties and magnificent colleges are found in almost every com-
munity throughout this country.

The spirit of education pervades all our people, and why?
Because we would inculeate into their hearts and minds the high-
est ideals of good government and good citizenship. A similar
condition is found in practically all the civilized countries of the
world. There is no reason now, as there might have been in
former days, for any person in any part of the civilized world to
be deprived of an education—the best test of the true qualities of
good citizenship.

I ask you, sirs, in view of these changed conditions, is it ask-
ing too much that the same test be applied by this Government
to those who would seek the opportunities and advantages of
our land, the protection of our Government, and the society
of our people as is applied to our own citizenship? [Applause.]
There is nothing unfair or unjust in the literacy test. It will
deprive none who are entitled to come from coming; it will
allow those who ought to come to come; and by the adoption of
such a test as is embodied in this bill the high ideals and
gplendid character of our people will continue to be exerted,
shedding the benign influence of liberty and freedom and good
government to all the nations of the world. [Applause.]

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gen-
tleman from New Hampshire [Mr. STEVENS].

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr.
StevENs] is recognized for five minutes.

Mr., STEVENS of New Hampshire. Mr. Speaker, I voted
against this bill when it was before the House, and I shall
vote to gustain the President's veto.

I do so with some doubts on the subject, because there are
arguments in favor of restriction that appeal to me. But,
M. Speaker, restrietion of immigration runs counter to all our
history and our democratic sentiments. I am not yet con-
vineed that we need restriction of immigration in the United
States.

It is true the conditions of to-day are somewhat different
from those of 100- years ago, but to-day in America, with
millions of untilled acres of land, thousands of acres of forests
untouched, vast resources that are undeveloped, this country
could support in prosperity and happiness millions and hundreds
of millions of more people than it has to-day. If the coming of
men to America meant that every man who came took some

bread out of the mouths of those already here, if the amount of

wealth was limited and it meant sharing it with more men, if

our resources were developed and our power to support popiu-

lation fully matured, then, indeed, it would be wise to restrict

immigration. But that is not the fact, and every man in this .
country knows that it is not the fact.

Furthermore, even if it were necessary to restrict immigra-
tion to-day I would be opposed to the literacy test, which is no
test whatever of a man’s qualifications to become a citizen of
the United States. The question is not whether you can read
or write or whether you have been educated, but are you edu-
catable, are you the kind of people who will take advantage of
the opportunities for education and work if you have them?

Unfortunately there are many countries in Europe peopled
by men who have fine human qualities, where the opportunities
for education are very limited, and thousands and thousands
of men get no opportunity whatever to go to school. I do not -
believe that it is American, I do not believe that it is just to
exclude such men merely because they have not had opportunities
in their own land. I would point out to the gentleman from Mis-
sissippl [Mr. Harrison], who speaks of the vast amount of
wealth we spend in education, the fact-that that wealth that we
put into education has been largely created by immigrants and
the sons of immigrants. These men who come here bring with
them not only mouths to feed, but hands to work with, and they
produce more wealth than they consume.

The one argument, Mr. Speaker, that appeals to me in favor
of restriction is the one from the labor-union point of view.
There is no doubt that the steady flow to this country of large
numbers of unskilled laborers from other countries makes more
difficult the great problem of union labor, and with that I sym-
pathize. But I believe that we can help laboring men more in
this country, and labor unions more, not by this erude make-
shift policy of exclusion, but by better laws for the distribution
of immigrants when they come, and better laws governing the
distribution of wealth which the workers receive in this country.
[Applause.] I will go as far as any man in Government action
to encourage unions, to protect the right of men to organize, but
restriction of immigration does not appeal to me as a way of
helping -the workingman.

So, Mr. Speaker, for these reasons I shall vote to sustain the
President’s veto. [Applause.]

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATIONS.

Mr. FITZGERALD, by direction of the Committee on Appro-
priations, reported a bill (H. R. 2131S) making appropriations
for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1916, and for other purposes, which was read
a first and second time, referred fo the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying
report (No. 1365), ordered to be printed.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I reserve all points of order on
the bill.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr., MANN]
reserves all points of order on the bill.

IMMIGRATION.

Mr. SABATH., Mr. Speaker, I yield 15 minutes to the gen-
tleman from New Jersey [Mr. WaLsH].

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, I did not expect anything to arise
that would eall for an effort on my part during the short time
that I am to be among you as a Member of this honorable
body. But an occasion has arisen which I can not conscien-
tiously ignore, especially as no one else seems to insist on the
aspect of the matter which appeals so strongly to me.

I leave Washington on March 4 next with the conviction that
I have been made a better and broader-minded American citizen
by my term in Congress and by contact with the many men
of brilliant parts who, in the ranks of different parties, are
serving their country unselfishly and well.

But before going from among you I feel in duty bound to give
voice to a protest and a warning, and I do it not only as a
Member of this House but also as an American citizen trained
from youth to respect authority.

As Members of Congress we are called to be the big men of

‘the country. This is the place where big things have to be

dealt with that concern a big Nation's health and .prosperity. As
Representatives of the people in the work of national legislation
we should be a pattern for the people in all that makes for
sound citizenship.

It is in this spirit that I protest with all the earnestness and
energy within me against the insinuating language which has
been used on the floor of this House with reference to the Presi-
dent of the United States.

We enjoy the privilege of differing with the President on
each and all of his policies. We have the privilege of voicing
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guch differences either here or elsewhere and of giving. the
reasons that seem to justify our opposition to his plans and
measures for the welfare of the country. We have the privi-
lege of fighting against his policies with all the energy of our
convictions. But I hold, gentlemen, that we are doing a positive
injury to the Nation and to the dignity which should charac-
terize all our activities as Members of this important branch
of the Government when we descend to personalities and to
mean insinuations that seem to imply dishonest or dishonorable
conduct on the part of the President.

By choice of the people he is President of the United States,
and as long as he occupies the White House he is President not
merely of the Democrats but of all the people—your President,
gentlemen of the minority, as well as mine. As such we owe
him respect, and we should be the firat to give this example to
the Nation.

Remember, it is not opposition to the President—it is not
persistent and conscientious antagonism to policies the Presi-
dent may favor—which I am protesting against as hurtful.
My protest is entirely against the manner in which that oppo-
sition has been expressed on the floor of this House; against
unjustifiable sccusations and insinuations and language that
was full of disrespect for the Chief Executive.

Deep down in our souls, gentlemen, we of this House know
that Woodrow Wilson stands before the country and the world
as a man of transparent patriotism, unshakable honesty, and
singleness of purpose—a man whose whole thought is the wel-
fare of the Nation, the peace, happiness, and prosperity of its
people. We know him as a man of courage and strong convie-
tions, so conscious of rectitude that he can court the searchlight
of publicity with confidence in the sound judgment of the people.

In the political history of the Nation there have been many
truly great men. We have a Washington, a Jefferson, a Jack-
son, and a Lincoln to honor and be proud of. Yet in their
day, when the country was profiting by their service,
their patriotism was questioned, their motives maligned,
and they themselves made the butt of many a jibe and sneer.
Disaster was prophesied as a result of their policies. Well,
these critics have passed into oblivion, but the names of these
great Presidents are enshrined in the memory of the Nation
forever.

Who of us to-day would dare to stand on this floor and in-
ginuate that President Lincoln was a sneak? Who would dare
speak of Jackson as a coward? None, of course, because we
know that to do so would be to sound the death knell of one's
political career. Yet these accusations have been hurled at the
head of our present distinguished President, and while the
gentlemen who went to such extremes may have been able to
convince themselves that there was sufficient foundation for
their accusations, I am maintaining that they are false, and that
such language is a disgrace and an injury to all of us as a
body and to the people we represent, and may be productive
of consequences which these same gentlemen would be the
first to regret.

There was a Brutus once, “the noblest Roman of them all,
who loved the name of honor more than he feared death;
who would have brooked the eternal devils to keep a state in
Rome,” yet the smooth and sweet-tongued Cassius and his fel-
lows, with persistent insinuations, under the guise of a sub-
limated patriotism, were able to inveigle even Brutus into be-
lieving that the undoing of Caesar was for the good of Rome,
and moved him to a deed which he regretted only when it was
too late.

And if a Brutus could be so influenced against the man who
called him friend, and who, when he plunged the dagger in,
said, “ You, too, Brutus?"” what of the ever-present multitude
whose passions are easily inflamed by words spoken in high
places, perhaps in haste and without the judicial calmness
which should mark the utterances of all Members of this dis-
tinguished body?

In times of great stress great passions lie smouldering near
the surface, and oftentimes a trifling word or act may start a
flame that would develop into a conflagration. Among the many
millions of our people there are always those who seem for-
ever wandering on the very brink of fanaticism, ready to leap
beyond the bounds of all restraint on the slightest provoeation.
We as a Nation are at the present time going through such a
period of stress.

* The térrible war into which all of the great European
nations have unfortunately plunged has prolonged and em-
phasized the slight depression which was bound to follow the
great body of legislation which this Congress has enacted into
Iaw. Most naturally the condition affects more acutely the
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great multitudes who labor and who have little or no resources
to fall back upon, who in their present need see little comfort
in the good that is predicted. Many of these are not ineclined
to search beneath the surface of things for real causes, but
slip into the old fallacy of arguing “after this; therefore be-
cause of this,” or, in other words, “ the milk soured after the
new moon, therefore the new moon caused the milk to sour.”
They blame their troubles on the new administration, and there
are politicians petty and unpatriotic enough to further their
own Iselﬁsh ends by fostering this attitude in the minds of such
people.

For these people the administration centers in the President,
particularly when, as now, the President stands out predominant
as a big man; a strong man who has admittedly accomplished
big-things. Therefore we should weigh our words and let them
be the result of serious reflection, the words of men who meas-
ure up under all conditions to the dignity of the position they
occupy.

Besides, gentlemen, we are a cosmopolitan Nation. Many of
our citizens are children of nations now unhappily at war,
struggling perhaps for their very existence. Most naturally
their sympathies go out to their native land in the present
gigantic conflict, and even though the administration is trying
most serupulously to maintain an attitude of strict neutrality,
it would not take a great deal of unjust criticism to convince
some that the Executive of the Nation is not doing all in his
power to preserve an impartial attitude toward all.

We as a Nation are blessed with peace amid almost universal
turmoil, with glorious prospects ahead, please God, because of
peace, and we look forward to the happy time for which we
pray when, because of neutrality, we shall be a strong force in
securing for all a happy and lasting peace.

As regards the great forces of labor in this country, to which
one Member referred while charging the President, I ean say
that, having come from the ranks of labor myself, I yield to
no man in my sympathy and in my respect for that great insti-
tution—the laboring man,

I have worked for them with Wilson, both in the State of
New Jersey and the Nation, and I am firmly convinced that
when he lays down the burden of office the workingmen of
America will have lost the truest and most sympathetic and
effective friend that ever occupied the White House.

The times are big, gentlemen; big with calamity; big with
prospects for the future. ILet us be big and avert calamity
from our Nation; big to grasp all opportunities for our people.
Paraphrasing Wolsley's advice to Cromwell, Let all the ends
we aim at be our country’s, our God's, and truth's. [Applatse.]

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Foster). The time of the
gentleman has expired.

Mr. BURNETT. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
California [Mr. CHURCH].

Mr. CHURCH. Mr. Speaker, I am in favor of this bill be-
cause it restricts immigration. Had I lived a hundred years ago
I would have been opposed to it for the same reason that I am
in favor of it now. One hundred years ago we needed more
people, now we need less. A hundred years ago there were
more opportunities than there were men. During the long years
of the century just passed people have been coming here by the
millions. One opportunity after another has been taken, until
now our country is full of men and our cup of opportunities is
about empty. There are at least a million more people now
here than there are jobs. We ought to send a million unde-
sirable men back to their native land instead of permitting any
more to come. It is true in times past we made this country
the asylum for all the world, but our gates should now be
closed, for the room is all taken. Years ago we had an insane
asylum at Napa City, Cal., but after a while it became full,
and the management refused to admit another patient. I say,
as an asylum for immigrants, the United States is full. Ninety-
nine million people are all it will hold, and we have a hundred
million on hand. For one I am in favor of closing the gates of
our country against laboring immigrants, at least until what we
now have are assimilated.

Some one has said:

The literacy test, and the tests and restrictlons which accompany it,
constitate an even more radical change In the polley of the Nari%n.

The same force of reason could have been used against the
failure of the management to admit patients to the Napa In-
sane Asylum after it was full.

You might just as well demand that your friend should drink
a barrel of water because he asked for water when thirsty as
to claim the United States should not stop foreign immigration
when its needs are supplied. [Applause.]
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* I consider the passage of this bill of more importance than
was the passage of the Underwood tariff' bill or the banking
and currency bill. Those measures dealt with the finances of the
country; this bill deals with the personnel of the country; and
as men are of more importance than dollars, so this bill is of
more importance than any measure dealing  with money. This
country is rich in financial resources. As far as wealth is con-
cerned, it will last forever. Our valleys, rich with alluvial seil,
and. our mountains, stored with gold, are a guaranty against
poverty; but bear in mind gold and silver are not the greatest
consideration of a nation. Ispecially is this true of a Republic
that claims to be the light of the world. With the advantages
God has given us, foolish, indeed, would we be if by the passage
of nonsensical laws we confound our resonrces so our temporal
wants ean not be supplied. Our forefathers established a Gov-
ernment that, like our soil, is the best there is on earth, a
Republic where every man has an equal opportunity and an
equal say, and where each man’s power is as great as that of
his fellow’s. This land in the days of our forefathers was: full
of oppertunities but empty of men, and so they threw wide open
our eastern and western gates, invited the European to come
by the way of New York and the oriental by the way of San
Francisco, but at no time have they infimated that their invita-
tion would never cease. An invitation is always limited to time,
place, and numbers, and by its very nature signifies there will
come a time when the gates will be closed.

When our fathers won this land on the bloody battle fields
and extended an invitation to the world to come, they reserved
unto themselves and their children the right to withdraw the
invitation whenever they should see fit, and during the years
that have passed we have exercised this right whenever we so
desired.

In 1802 we closed our western gates to the Chinese and de-
parted from our original policy in reference to them. At that
time there were a hundred million of them. who wanted to come,
but we told them frankly that our invitation to them had ceased.
We did not do this because we dislike them or beeause it was
for their best interests to stay away, but because it was for the
best interests of our country that they should not come. Doubt-
less by this act we prevented many good men from coming here,
but, nevertheless, by the exclusion we did our country a thou-
sand times more good than harm.

This country does not belong to the world, as some people
seem to think, but it belongs to us and onr children forever, and
the question is, Are we wise enough to keep it? To-day, in spite
of the Chinese-exclusion and other exemptions we have made,
we find too many immigrants are coming to our shores and that
we must make a further exclusion.

Being unable to assist all of the unfortunate, poor, and needy,
lhave we not the privilege to decide who shall be the recipients
of our bounty? Unfortunate, poor, and miserable people pass
the door of each Member of this House daily. Do you take them
in and warm, feed, and clothe all of them? No; you decide
according to your best judgment and aid the ones whom you con-
sider are most apt to be worthy. As a class, the foreigner who
can not read in his own langnage is an idler, spendthrift, and
has no capacity or desire to learn. There are thousands of ex-
ceptions, doubtless, but what I have stated is the rule.

At least you will admit the illiterate class has a greater per-
centage of people who would not make good citizens here than
the class which is composed of people who have had energy and
capacity to acquire a little learning at home. We would not,
however, want it to be understood we favor excluding the igno-
rant people because our hearts do not beat in sympathy with
them, but, being obliged to exempt another class from the bene-
fits of this country, we consider it wise and just to decide in
favor of the intelligent class as being most desirable to us and,
as a class, the most deserving. By making this choice we de-
cide in favor of intelligence and learning, and thus impress
upon the people of the world the value of knowledge, and in this
way emphasize upon the minds of ignorant people of all lands
the faet that the human race is developing, and that all must
keep apace with the times.

Enlightenment being necessary in this country, we have de-
cided to exclude the ignorant. Some one has said:

This is an exclusion against those wlio have not had opportunity.

Such is not the truth. Many people in Europe have not had
an opportunity to attend a college or university. Some have
not had an opportunity to attend a school of any kind; but all
have had an opportunity to learn to read simple words in their
own tongue. A primer in any language can be purchased for a
few pennies or a dime, and anyone who has been sufficiently
frugal to earn traveling expenses with which to come to this
country and money enough to guarantee against becoming a
pauper certainly has had the opportunity to buy a little book.

On’ the corner of almost every street in any city of the world
can be found persons who will help another learn his letters
and to read 40 simple words:. I am sick of hearing people talle
about poor;. lazy mortals, covered with dirt and scurvy, never
having had an opportunity in the world.

The man who has not had an opportunity to learn to read 40!
simple words in: his mother tongue, has never heard of the
United States, and should he by chance wander onto a ship
coming to these ample shores; would be excluded from landing
by the immigration authority under the present law on the
ground that he was an idiot. I do not say all who can not read
in their own language are idiots, but I do say all who have not
had an opporfunity to do se are of unsound mind. T freely
admit there are thousands of good people in the world who can:
not now meet the educational test of this bill; but I elaim it

(would be no unreasonable hardship while earning sufficient

money with: which to pay traveling expenses here to employ an
hour or two each evening for a couple of months learning
enough to meet this educational test. [Applause.]

Certain animals when born have not the power of sight, Lut
nature has ordained that such shall not wander from the: par-
ental nest until they can see. This bill provides that pros-
pective immigrants must stay at home until through their intel-
lectual eyes they begim to discern ut lenst some rays of lizht.
It is better they remain at home during the black hours of
intellectual night in a monarchical form: of government where:
others see and think for them, in a government they can nok
harm, than to come to this Republic, where enlightenment is the
watchword and where all are equal.

Ignorance is the greatest enemy of a republican form of
government. It will no more live in harmony with a republic
than will fire exist in harmony with water. Wherever a repub-
lie: and ignorance meet, one subdues the other: it means am
uncompromising fight to the finish. Sometimes one is victorious;
and sometimes the other; it depends altogether; and always,
upon: the relative strength of each. But bear in mind that
victory for either in a way means defeat, for the victor always
comes out of the ordeal more or less injured. Just in proportion
as you fill up a republican form of government with ignorance;
just to that extent do you bring down its standards. If the
standards fall below a certain point, the ship of state will be
left to uuskilled hands and will soon drift among the rocks of
revolution and be: lost, and ignorance will prevail. If the
standards are left just above this peoint, the ship will still take
its feeble course without proper attention soon. to beeome a
byword among men. For one I am not in favor of minglinz the
clay of ignorance with the iron of this Republic. :

Ignorance thrives in a monarchieal form of government, for
there: the subjects do not govern: themselves, but are governed.
The more ignorant the subjeet is; the easier is he governed. I
would rather the prospective immigrant wonld stay at home
while he is ignorant, where his ignorance is a blessing, thau tol
come to this country where his ignorance is a curse; Let himn
prepare himself while in his own land, to be a blessing to our
land when he comes. When I invite a tramp to abide under my
roof, I always insist that he take a bath before he retires for
the night. Once I purchased a Texas steer, but I sawed off his
horns before I turned him- loose, for fear he might harm the
other stock. I insist that care and preparation is necessary
before any radical change is: made, for without it one may be-
come injured, or may injure: others.

As I said before, I would, if I could, stop all immigration
of the working classes to this country, not becanse I hate the
working classes that mighr come but beeause I love the work-
ing classes that are now here. The working classes come: tor
this. country to get a job; and there are not jobs enoungh for
those who are already here. There are a million men in this
country now, looking for a job. They might just as well be
looking for the pot of gold at the end of the rainbow. The
one does not-exist any more than the other. It is bheeause I love
the working classes at home, and the working classes abroad,
that I would restrict immigration. The working classes that
come would be disappointed, for they would not find what they
seek, and the working people here would be disappointed to
have the foreigner come and be their competitors, so. it is a
blessing at home and abroad, to have them: not come. The
only persons. who will be- benefited by immigration are those
connected with the transportation companies, the agencies
across the water that thrive on immigration, and the employing
classes here. If 1,000,000 immigrants come to this country
each year, and there are frequently more than that number,
and the transportation companies charge: $50 apiece for bring-
ing them here, it is plain to see their gross income will be
$50,000,000 per annum. Viewed from this standpoint, it is
not strange there are some whose hearts are turned to stone
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in reference to the working classes at home, but whose hearts
fairly bleed for the men intellectually as dark as night, who
live in the jungles across the sea.

I am in favor of restricting immigration, because I believe in
equality, and immigration, under its present condition, works
a hardship upon the working classes in this country, while the
capitalists receive a great benefit. The more men there are
hunting jobs that do not exist, the more competition there is in
labor, and the more labor is degraded. The more men there
are hunting jobs which do not exist, the greater the benefit to
capital that is anxious to secure cheap labor. Every man who
comes here hunting work is a blessing to the capitalist, for he
wants work to be cheap. Every man who comes here seeking
work is a curse to the laboring man, for he wants expensive
work. The working classes that come to this country must be
assimilated by the working classes that are now here. Some
people seem not to know how the working classes feel on this
subject of foreign immigration. Let me call the attention of
such to the fact that the American Federation of Labor, with
its membership of more than 2,000,000 wage earners, in every
national convention of recent years, with all the States repre-
sented, has asked for this legislation. The United Mine Work-
ers 02 America, with 450,000 deserving members, are in favor of
it; in fact, the last resolution they adopted a few days ago de-
manded the suspension of all immigration until the million of
unemployed men now in the country could be furnished with
work. The Farmers' Union, 3,000,000 strong, demands this leg-
islation. The National Grange, the Farmers’ National Congress,
the Railway Trainmen's Association, the Brotherhood of Loco-
motive Engineers, Conductors, and Firemen, all are praying for
the passage of this bill

Within the last 48 hours I have received letters and resolu-
tions from 8. E. Heberling, international president of Switch-
men’s Union; G. W. Perkins, international president of the
Cigar Makers’ International Union; O. L. Baine, general
secretary-treasurer, at international headquarters, Boot and
Shoe Workers' Union; J. T. Carey, president-secretary Interna-
tional Brotherhood of Ropemakers, Albany, N. Y.; V. A. Olan-
der, secretary-treasurer of Illinois State Federation of Labor,
Chicago, Ill.; J. W. Hays, secretary-treasurer International
Typographical Union, Indianapolis, Ind.; BE. Lewis Evans,
secretary-treasurer Tobacco Workers' International Union,
Louisville, Ky.; John P. White, president, and William Green,
secretary and treasurer, of United Mine Workers of America;
Frank Duffy, general secretary of United Brotherhood of
Carpenters-Joiners; 8. J. Konenkomp, international president,
and Wesley Russell, international secretary-treasurer, of Com-
mercial Telegraphers’ Union of America, Chicago, Ill.; James
Wilson, general president Pattern Makers' League of North
America; and others too numerous to mention, all demand in
the strongest terms the passage of this bill. [Applause.]

The issue in regard to this measure is clearly drawn. All
the laborers, toilers, farmers, artisans, mechanics, and those
who wear gloves to protect their hands against blisters and
slivers are on one side while the transportation companies, the
rich and employing classes, all who wear gloves to keep their
hands from becoming sunburned are on the other. Every man
who wants a job is in favor of the bill and every man who has
a job that he wants to fill with a man is against it. If you who
are opposed to this measure only had falth enough in the judg-
ment of the working man to believe he knows what he wants
the controversy would end right now in favor of the bill; but
you are not willing to make such a monstrous concession. You
will never be able to say that you did not know what the toilers
wanted, for they have written, telegraphed, and sent you resolu-
tions by the thousands. You will not find one intelligent toiler
anywhere in the 48 States of this Republic, who is posted and
willing to use his own judgment, who will not tell you he is in
favor of suspending all immigration of the working classes until
again there are more opportunities in this country than there
are men. [Applause.]

Some say this country is a refuge and asylum for the poor
and oppressed, therefore we should not make the exclusion. If
not mow, when we have a hundred million people, when shall
we wmake it? Will not your arguments be just as applicable
when the time comes? Is anyone so shortsighted as to claim
the exclusion should never be made. Is it the idea of such
that here should be the great melting pot; that the gold of this
country should be mingled with the silver, the copper, the tin,
the zine, and the lead of all lands? If so, let me tell you the
crucible, when finally cooled, will contain a base metal without
quality and without use. The gold will have lost its ring, the
iron will have lost its strength, and the individuality of each
metal will be gone forever.

Some say ignorant immigrants should be brought to this
country to occupy positions which the people here now will not
fill, that we are continually evoluting and leaving behind a
class of work that we have outgrown. I object to this conclu-
sion, because the premises are not true. Such a notion is
against the fundamental doctrines of this Republic. In this
country we have no use for kings, crowns, titles, caste, or class,
In this couniry all work is honorable and the hands of every
honest man, regardless of what kind of work he does, are clean.

Gentlemen talk in sentimental fones about the men in Europe
coming here to escape the tyranny and oppression of their
native land. I would like to invite some of you ecity-bred, hot-
house, sentimental gentlemen to come out into the great West
and temper your sentiment with observation and reason. If
you did, you would be convinced that illiterate foreigners do not
come here to escape anything save, too often, the laws of their
own land, which they have violated. They come here because
the financial opportunities are greater; because more pumpkins
can be grown on an acre of land ; and because red wine costs but
19 cents a gallon. There is no more sentiment about these letter-
less immigrants than there is about a swiue drinking clabber
milk. The only purpose the majority of them have in coming
to this country is to get their feet into the trough.

My friends, will you kindly stop figuring from the standpoint
of the man in Europe and fizure from our own standpoint, and
tell me, as long as we can not admit everybody, why we should
not take our pick, and have the best?

As our cup will only hold so much, why not fill it with straw-

Dberries instead of soap root and choke cherries?

Why should we invite to become members of our great na-
tional family people of whom we will be ashamed?

In this country where we spend millions of dollars each year
combating ignorance, why should we import more?

Why not import men to help us fight ignorance rather than
import ignorance for us to fight? [Applause.]

I am sorry this bill is not broad enough at least to exclude
Japanese, Hindus, and other Asiatic laborers. The people of the
East do not yet realize the importance of this matter, because
they have not come in contact to any extent with this strange
people from across the sea.

California being on the shores of the Pacific seems to be a
dumping ground for the undesirable from Asia, and I assure
you the Hindo and the Japanese are the greatest problems and
the greatest plagues we have in the West. Japanese are very
spirited and proud fellows, who consider nothing too good for
them. They locate in the garden spots of the State, bring their
customs and manner of living, of course, with them: conse-
quently as they come in the refined American with his ideals
goes out. It matters not whether it be city lots or country prop-
erty, the land adjacent to Japanese habitations continually de-
creases in value from the standpoint of an Amerlean purchaser.

You may be surprised when I say the influx of Hindus into
the West threatens to be even a greater menace than the immi-
gration of Japanese. Hindus are now going to the Pacific coast
by the thousands., They are an odd, inferior people, hound down
by strange traditions and religious fanaticisms. They ever pre-
sent the appearance of slothfulness, stupidity. and pity. They
appear to be oblivious to the sensations of either pleasure or
pain. The Hindu is as tough as whalebone, and instead of eat-
ing when hungry simply takes up another notch in his belt. It
is impossible for the American laborer to compete with the
Hindu laborer. The Hindu will wear the clothes which the
American discards, eat the food the Americans will not use, and
can work 20 hours a day if necessary.

Some time ago I filed a bill asking for the exclusion of thess
strange specimens of humanity. When it comes before the
House I am sure every man who understands the true condition
will vote for it. They must be excluded sooner or later, and
why not now? Every dollar the Hindu gets is sent to his native
land, with which to pay the traveling expenses to this ccuntry
of his cousin, and it is very discouraging when we take into
consideration they all seem to be cousinsg, and millions of them
are anxious to come.

The most important matter pertaining to immigration is to
keep from our shores all who lower our national standards.
The hand that brings down the standards of a nation is an in-
strument of sure destruction. You might as well take the
warmth from the sunbeams of heaven, or innocence from the
heart of a child, as to take away the ideals of a people.

A tidal wave may sweep over a land, wash down its build-
ings, and change the face of the couniry, but by and by the
sun and time will do its work, the land will become dry and be
restored ; earthquakes may shake down a city and leave yawn-
ing fissures everywhere, but after a while rehabilitation will
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do its work, and the effect of the earthquake will be no more;
famine, gaunt and hungry, may hover for years above a fruit-
ful land, but by and by years of plenty will come, and the na-
tion will still live and prosper; but when the ideals and standards
of the people are gone they are gone forever, and destiny has
decreed that nation shall cease, and it matters not the size of
her standing army or the number of her warships on the sea,
“Thou art weighed in the balance and found wanting® is
written high upon the wall. Mr. Speaker, I object to promis-
cuous immigration, because it lowers our national standards.

First. It lowers our standards as to labor. When the Ameri-
can laborer, educated, cultured, and possessed of high ideals, is
obliged to work by the side of a man or a number of men who
can not read or write and who do not know whether Napoleon
Bonaparte was once the Emperor of France or the captain of a
whaling vessel on the Northern Sea, it has its effect on labor
and causes a man of spirit to feel that he is too good a man to
do no higher grade of work than such fellows are capable of
doing. What would a young wife think of her husband if he
persisted in working with such a band of human scarecrows?
The presence of these ignorant workmen brings down the Amerl-
can standard of labor,

Second. They bring down the standard of wages as well as the
standard of labor. If there are 25,000,000 people in this country
who want a job and there are 25,000,000 jobs in this country,
each ean be accommodated; but send a million more men, mak-
ing 26,000,000 who desire a job, and they will compete with each
other, bringing down the standard of wages, and after all a mil-
lion of them will be obliged to remain idle. Thus will be low-
ered the standard of American wages, [Applause.]

Third. The standard of living and the standard of morality
of our people are lowered by the arrival of this ignorant and
immoral horde from across the sea. I tell you, whatever lowers
the moral standards of our people strikes at the very heart of
this Republie.

Fourth. Intelligence is another one of our great standards.
When the immigrant comes to this country, while yet far out at
sea, he sees the great monument, the Statue of Liberty—Liberty
enlightening the world. From this he gets the idea, first, that
we are a liberty-loving, patriotic people; and, secondly, that we
are an enlightened people, each of which is true. We love to
think we are the most enlightened Nation. We love to think the
United States of America is the intellectual light of the world.
Every person in this country who has a piece of property as
large as an oyster shell is taxed to maintain our public-school
system. We claim this system to be the best there is in the
world. We have hundreds of millions of dollars invested in
public schoolhouses, in colleges, and universities of learning.
We have State laws compelling children to be sent to school.

In California, my State, every child under the age of 14
years must go to school. If the parents will not send him the
parents are arrested and punished. If the parents are not able
to send their children to school our local authorities will do so;
and, as a result, in the great State of California there is not
one native son or daughter who arrives at the age of 18 who
has not a fair knowledge, at least, of the grammar course. I
presume the same condition prevails in the other States of
this Union. If they do not now, I am sure in the near future
they will, because intelligence is one of our national standards.
We do not thus compel a child to attend school simply for the
benefit of the child, but we do it to keep up our standards.

I want to ask you gentlemen who are opposed to this bill if
you think it would be right, in view of all this, to permit each
year a half million of full-grown men and women, intellectually
as dark as midnight, ineapable of reading a word in their native
tongue, to come to this country, associate with our children and
our people? Will you dare tell me such would not debase our
intellectual standard?

Fifth. Unrestricted immigration lowers the standard of pa-
iriotism in our country. In considering this phase of the sub-
ject let us forget for a moment all other effects which it pro-
duces, for they are as nothing compared to this. Labor may
be considered a disgrace, wages reduced to a minimum, our
schoolhouses and colleges may become inhabited by owls, yet
nationally we may live as long as we respect our Constitutlon
and enforce our laws and the fires of patriotism continue to
burn. [Applause.]

Every man who comes here who does not love this form of
government lowers the standard of patriotism. How can a per-
son love this form of government who knows nothing about it,
and how can a man know anything about this form of govern-
ment who has not taken interest enough at home sufficient to
enable him to read and write? After such a one comes to our
shores and begins to learn and think, his early environments
and naturally debased tendencies may drive him to anarchy

and revolution. I like your banking and currency act, your
project to build a railroad into Alaska, all laws ecalculated for
the financial betterment of this country and its people, but these
are nothing compared to keeping up the standard of our citizen-
ship. We may lose much of our wealth and yet be prosperous;
lose standing among the nations of the earth and yet succeed;
but when a large proportion of the people of this country are
not in love with our Constitution and laws we are marked as a
lamb for the slaughtfer. [Applause.]

Gentlemen seem to figure that this Nation, because it is named
the United States of Ameriea, will endure forever; an unwise
conclusion, I assure you. Nations, like everything else, have
their morning, their noon, and their night of life, and the only
way we can stay the lengthening shadows of this Nation’s day
is by keeping our people in harmony with its fundamental prin-
ciples and desires. When this Nation shall go the way of the
other nations of the earth it will not be because some hostile
foe has come across the waters and sunk our ships. It will not
be because our vallant Army has been defeated upon the shore,
but it will come in the form of revolution; come from within,
and not from without. When that sad day shall come to curse
the earth and this Republic of freedom and liberty shall go
down in wreck and ruin, a mighty tower should be erected out
on the great highways of the earth and in that tower the bells
should never cease to toll, and on it should be written in letters
of black, “The Government of the United States of America
was lost by reason of the lack of patriotism of her people.”
[Applause,]

Mr. BURNETT. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts use some of his time now?
= Mr. ]GABDNER. I yield to the gentleman from Idaho [Mr.

MITH]. :

Mr. SMITH of Idaho. Mr. Bpeaker, after a studious con-
sideration of all the arguments that have been advanced in
opposition to the literacy test as applied to our immigration
laws, I am constrained to add by voice and vote in favor of
this bill, the objections of the President to the contrary not-
withstanding.

The question of an amendment to our immigration laws that
would in some degree regulate and restrict the great tide of
aliens flowing into the country from southern Europe has been
much agitated and discussed in Congress and in the publie
press during the last two decades. That an urgent necessity
exists for some legislation that would conserve the peace and
the material and social welfare of the country has been the
almo#t overwhelming sentiment of Congress during that period,
as shown by the record of what has been done here, and I
believe the action of Congress has been supported almost unani-
mously by public opinion.

HISTORY OF PROPOSED LEGISLATION.

In 1896-97 the Senate and House passed an immigration bill
containing the literacy test. It was vetoed by President Cleve-
land. The House passed the bill over the President's veto.
In the Senate it failed of passage over the veto by a few votes.
In 1898 the Senate passed an immigration bill containing the
literacy test, but the bill was crowded out of consideration of
the House of Representatives by reason of the Spanish-American
War. In 1902 the House passed an immigration bill containing
the literacy test. In 1806 the Senate passed an immigration
bill in which the literacy test was embodied. The House sub-
stituted a bill creating the Federal Immigration Commission.
The commission consisted of nine members, eight of whom rec-
ommended the adoption of the literacy test as the most practical
means for restricting, limiting, and better regulating immigra-
tion. In 1913 the Senate and House passed an immigration
bill containing the test recommended by the commission. The
bill was vetoed by President Taft. That bill passed the Senate
over the President's veto, but failed to pass the House over the
President’s veto by 4 votes. In the present Congress the
House passed by more than a two-thirds vote and the Senate by
a vote of 7 to 1 the immigration bill now before the House by
reason of the President’'s veto.

It will be seen that the literacy test, which is the main
feature of this bill, was supported by a large majority of both
Houses of Congress all through this period and incorporated in
all the acts passed. Finally, the able commission created by
Congress to investigate the subject of immigration, after four
years of exhaustive inquiry, at a cost of nearly $1,000,000,
made a report, covering 42 volumes, from which the following
conclusions are summarized:

RECOMMENDATIONS OF IMMIGRATION COMMISSION.

The in tions of the commission show an oversuﬁfgf of un-
skilled labor the basic industries to an extent which cates an
oversupply of unskilled labor in the industries of the country as a

whole, and therefore demands legislation which will at the present tima
restrict the further admission of such unskilled labor. 5
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It is desirable in making the restriction that—
(a) A sufficient number be debarred to produce a marked effect upon
resent supply of unskilled labor.

th
a possible, the aliens excluded should be those who come

(b) As far as
to this conntry with no intention to become American ecitizens or even
to save enouxh by

maintain a Ptermsnent residence here, but mere
e adoption, necessary, of low standards of living, to return per-
manently to their home country. Such persons are usually men un-
accompanied by wives or children
(c) As far as ssible. the aliens exeluded should also be those who,
by reason of therro qualities or habl wrmhi least readily be
assimilated or woul mnke the least desirable ¢
The following methods of restr ctln{ lmmjgra ve been snggested :
a The exclusion of those unable to read or write in some language,
The limitation of the number of each race arriving each year to

ain percentage of the average of that race arriving during a

en period of
mc lilI‘tm e:cluyslon of unskilled laborers unaccompanied by wives or

( d ) The limitation of the number of immigrants arriving annually at

Tt.
{e) The mnteml increase In the amount of money required fo be in
the possession of the immigrant at the Sort of arrival.
) The material increase of the hea
) The levy of thn bead tax so as to make & marked discerimination
in favor of men with famil
All these methods would bo effective in one way or another in secur-
ing restrictions in mter or less degree. A rity of the eom-
mission favor the g lnﬁ test as the most feasible single
method of restricting undesirable immigration.

INDORSED BY LABOR AND FARMERS' UNIONS,

It has been truly stated that mo single proposed addition to
our immigration laws has the indorsement that has been given
to this test of literacy. The party platforms of two political
parties advocated it in the election of 1912; the Farmers' Educa-
tional TUnion, representing 3,000,000 farmers in the United
States; the Federation of Labor; and numerous other labor and
patriotic organizations have urge(l its adoption. Wherever an
inquiry or cauncus of individuals or societies has been made the
sentiment in favor of such a provision has been found to be
almost unanimous,

DESIRABLE IMMIGRANTS ADMITTED,

It has been estimated that in some portions of northern and
western Europe the operation of the law would exclude not
more than 1 per cent of the immigrants, and in some sections
2 per cent. Of the Scandinavians and Bohemians, who make
desirable additions to our population, less than 1 per cent would
be excluded; of Scoteh, Irish, and English less than 1 per cent,
and of the Germans not more than 2 per cent. But of the vast
hordes that in recent years have been coming from southern
Europe, 60 per cent would be kept out, and of the Greeks and
Syrians about 40 per cent. These latter classes are those that
settle in the congested districts of our cities, who are never
producers, and who, to a great extent, engage in occupations
that are not really useful or necessary.

The truth of this statement is borne out in the report of Dr.
Thomas Darlington, president of New York Board of Health
under the administration of Mayor McClellan, who investigated
the conditions referred to. Ile says:

1 have heard the assertion that immigration is necessary to carry on
our public works, to bulld rallroads, to dig canals, and the like. But
the present lmmi;irmnts now coming over do not come for that purpose,
and will not do that sort of work. No; they prefer to become push-
ecart peddlers and to live in our citles in poverty, breeding crime and
disease. Th uccup%hour streets, the streets for which our taxpayers
have pnhi heavll,\r interfere with traffic and break the laws of
s:ll.]?jlliat]l;m lHJhICh we have decided are necessary for the preservation of
publie hea

Even in the early days of the Republic, President Washington
foresaw the possibilities of undesirable immigration, and ex-
pressed his views, as follows, in a communication on the subject:

My opinion with to immigration is that, except of userul
mechanics and some particular descriptions of men or professions, there
is no need of encouragement, while t he policy or advantage of its h}lj{;

ing place in a body (I mean the settling of them in a my
quea:loned for by so doing they retain ngm language, habits, and prin-
with them, ereas by inter-

{Ix good or bad, which they brin
ture with our people they or thelr descendants get assimilated to
our customs, measures, and laws; in a word, soon become one people,

For more than 75 years after this the immigrants coming
voluntarily to our shores were the kind the country needed,
men and women who came with a-sincere purpose to attach
themselves heart and soul to the New World, to share its bene-
fits and destiny, from Ireland, Germany, and Scotland, and later
from Sweden and Norway. These, with their habits of industry
and thrift, assimilated with the American people, and became a
-part of the great bone and sinew of the Nation. But, Mr.
Speaker, in the years since 1885 the tide that has swept in
upon us from other parts of Europe has been of a vastly dif-
ferent type. They have come with their different ways and
customs and ideas of life, their illiteracy and uncleanliness,
their lack of thrift and morality. They have huddled together
in the already congested sections of our cities under the most
insanitary conditions. -

UNXDESIRABLES NOT WANTED HERE,

Many of these people do not come here with any intention of
becoming citizens of the country. They are sought out in the
highways and slums of southern Europe by agents of the steam-
ship companies and of the great corporations that can use
unskilled labor. On arrival here they do not go out to the
farms, where conditions would be tolerable, where they could
find employment that would enable them to live comfortably,
but go into the already congested sections of cities, to become a
menace and a burden.

The pitiful conditions that exist in the so-called Ghetto dis-
trict of New York City have been ably portrayed, and consti-
tute a scathing arraignment of those who are aiding hordes of
paupers to come to this country, where they require them to
work 16, 18, and even 20 hours a day for wages so low as to be
almost beyond belief. If is charged that a very large per-
centage of the thousands of low-grade immigrants arriving in
this country every month for years past have been aided to come
by these commercial influences for their own purposes. Three
hundred thousand unfortunate human beings live in the Ghetto
district under conditions that are appalling. Families of six
and seven persons, including young men and women grown, are
found inhabiting one basement room and sleeping side by side
on the floor. There are filthy tenements in which children
sleep under their parents’ beds in dark, unventilated rooms,
without a glimpser of the sun or of trees or flowers during all
their early childhood. These are illustrations of the conditions
that exist among the illiterate and undesirable class whom this
bill would in future exclude from the country.

It is an admitted fact that, as a general proposition, those
who are ignorant of language are likewise ignorant of all the
qualifications of good citizenship, and do not come here to ac-
quire any permanent interest in the country. Even when not
actually criminals or of the vicious classes, they become a bur-
den and a ‘menace to the social life and lnstitutlous of the
Nation.

It is charged against them that they are lowering wages by
underbidding the American laborer, that they are driving the
American entirely off the field of fair competition by reason
of their willingness to live and toil under eonditions of conges-
tion and filth to which the American wage earner can not sub-
mit. are charged with preventing a general introduction
of the eight-hour law and a general betterment of the status of
the laboring man by reason of their willingness to work any
number of hours a day for any kind of wages in any kind of a
place. It is further charged that by reason of their congesting
our alrendy overcrowded cities they breed and disseminate
there all manner of crimes and diseases; that they are filling
our jails, reformatories and brothels, our orphanages, hospitals,
and almshouses, This is the indictment that has been drawn
against them by those who have made a careful study of the
immigration question. Can we safely afford to further delay
legislation for the protection of the laboring men and women
now citizens of the country by limiting the influx of this unde-
sirable horde?

I happen to have at hand siatistics for a peried of one year
ending June 30, 1914, doring which time there were received
into the United States 1,218,480 immigrants, of whom 122,657
were Poles, 138,051 Hebrews, 251,612 from the south of Italy,
and 25,819 Slovaks, showing a large increase over previous
years. These people have flocked into our cities, to the factory
towns of New England, and to the coal-mining districts of other
States, where they are displacing the American laborers that
were there by reason of their willingness to work for starvation
wages. This is not a fanciful picture. In many of the cities
of the districts mentioned the foreign population has increased
at an incredulous rate during the last few years.

It is estimated that more than three-fourths of all immigrants
have remained in the cities. In the great city of New York
over 40 per cent of the population is foreign born; in the little
manufacturing city of Bridgeport, Conn., it is 38 per cent; in
Lowell, Lawrence, and Fall River, Mass., large factory cities,
the foreign population has increased to nearly G0 per cent, and
conditions in these cities at the present time are reported to be
deplorable. Wages in the mills have been reduced to the starva-
tion point, and thousands of former operatives have been sup-
planted by this cheap labor. The city of Philadelphia has 24
per cent of foreign-born population ; Chieago, 35 per cent; Cleve-
land, 33 per cent; Worcester, Mass., over 33 per cent; Paterson,
N. J., 386 per cent; and Providence, R. 1., 34 per cent. These
figures illustrate a situation that is rapidly producing what may

‘soon come to be intolerable conditions.
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Prof. Louck, who has made an exhaustive study of the immi-
gration question, in a published document states: ;

Of the employees in the bituminous mines of Pennsylvania in 1909
only 15 per cent were native Americans or born of native father an
9 per cent native born of foreign father, while 76 “Per cent, or s!tghsi‘]y
more than three-fourths, were of foreign birth. hat is more signifi-
cant is that less than 8 per cent of the foreign-born mine workers were
English, Irlsh, Scotch, German, or Welsh. The majority were from
southern or eastern Europe, with the Itallans, Magyars, Poles, and
Slovaks Brcdomlnating. e term “American miner,” so far as the
western Pennsylvania field is concerned, is largely a misnomer. When
they work these miners average, as in the case of the Roumanians, as
low as $1.85 a day, while in the greater number of cases the range is
close to $2; more t one-tenth of the Ruthenians, Roumanians, Poles,
and Croatians earn on an average under $1.50 a day. But unemploy-
ment in the course of the year brings down the general average for
heads of families to $431. 'The south Italians earn only $399 and the
Poles $324 a year.

Mr. Speaker, it is evident beyond controversy that we have
confronting us in this immigration question a great problem
and one that must be speedily solved if the American ideals,
for which we have struggled and legislated, are to be preserved.
I shall record my vote in favor of this bill, because I believe it
will stay in some degree the vast tide that threatens to over-
whelm us.

WB MUST PROTECT OUR OWN PEOPLE.

. The idea that these United States should extend the glad
hand to all comers regardless of source or condition is not so
attractive to our minds as it may have been in the days when
half the country was unoccupied. Self-preservation is the first
law of nature, and of nations as well. Charity begins at home,
and we should make sure for the future of our children and
their children’s children, before receiving on our shores more
than one and a quarter million foreigners annually, unless they
are of a character which will not erowd out our own wage
earners and make it impossible for them to maintain their pres-
ent high standard of living.
MILLIONS SENT TO EUROPE,

The drain on the Nation's wealth represented by the money
sent abroad by foreign immigrants in this country who do not
intend to make America their home is alarming, amounting to
over $200,000,000 annually.

We have in this country several millions of industrious nat-
uralized citizens who éame here from other lands, and who
have become as much a part of the body politic as those who are
to the manor born. A great number have gone into the mines
and shops, others have helped to construct our railroads, and
have aided in the development of our resources. Is it fair to
them, most of whom are dependent upon their earnings to sup-
port themselves and family, to continue to admit to our shores
millions of uneducated and undesirable people who are unfitted
for becoming citizens, and who by underbidding the labor
market deprive those now here of their means of livelihood and
bring distress upon our industrial communities?

BUT A SMALL PROPORTION OF IMMIGRANTS LIKE THE FARM.

One of the remedies that has been recommended by various
philanthropists and students of government for our immigration
troubles and the overcrowded condition of our cities is the dis-
tribution of the surplus upon the land and through the farming
districts of the country. But unfortunately for them, these
people are not farmers, and do not want to become farmers,
even if they had sufficient capital to install themselves upon
farms. They can not be induced in any appreciable numbers
to leave the cities. Two or three years ago the agricultural
bureau of the State of Pennsylvania made an earnest, organized
effort to secure from the cities much needed help for the 228,000
farmers in that State. The appeal was sent to the farm con-
gress, or committee of distribution in New York, but out of a
very large number of requests to send immigrants, but few re-
sponses were noted. This is the experience of other States and
localifies.

FARMING LAND AVAILABLE IN WEST.

Easily within the memory of many of us now living the
United States has acquired vast areas of territory which have
from time to time been added to the public domain for settle-
ment. To quote the language of a distinguished citizen of my
own State:

The Congress of the United States has done and s doing much
toward providing homes for the people within our borders, both
native born and naturalized. Under the public land laws millions of
acres of fertile land have been given away to those who desired it, and
now that the most desirable land has been given away, millons are
being expended to reclaim the desert places, that they, too, may be
divided among the people. No churltagle or humanitarian effort can
hope to compare in generosity and magnitude to the donations made by
the United States; and yet, in spite of it all, congestion such as has
been described is an a!arming condition In many of our large cities.
Will not the embarrassments which now exist in our cities because of
this congestion increase rather than diminish? How long can we con-

tinue to add to the number of impoverished in our cities without detri-
ment to our Nation?

It has been claimed that we need more labor here to carry on
our improvements and develop our resources. It is true that
there is need of labor that will till the land and increase the
products of our farms, but, as has been already shown, we are
not getting many of that class of workers among the immigrants
now coming into the country. It is also true that there are still
large resources to be developed. In all the Rocky Mountain
States there are excellent opportunities for trained farmers; but
those immigrants who would be kept out by the proposed law
and who are now buying tickets on the installment plan in
southern Europe, with the intent of landing in San Francisco,
Portland, or Seattle after the opening of the Panama Canal,
are of the same class that now congests the cities of the Atlantie
coast. They have no intention of going into agricultural pur-
suits and are not desirable additions to our population. They
are men and women with barely enough money to permit them
to enter under existing laws and must secure employment at
whatever wages they can obtain, bringing disastrous competi-
tion upon many of our own uative-born and naturalized citizens,
millions of whom are now seeking employment themselves.

Mr. Speaker, this bill may not be a complete remedy for all
our immigration ills, but it is the best possible solution that
has been evolved after an agitation of nearly a score of years;
it meets the recommendations of the Immigration Commission,
which made such an exhaustive study of the question in this
and foreign countries; it has passed this House by nearly a two-
thirds vote, and there were but 7 votes against it in the Senate.
It is to be regretted that the President has felt impelled to veto
the bill, regardless of the overwhelming sentiment in favor of
the proposed legislation;, as indicated by the arguments ad-
vanced and the affirmative vote of a great majority of the Rep-
resentatives of the people.

Mr. Speaker, I desire to call attention to a few selected com-
muniecations which I have received, which indicate the interest
that is being taken in this legislation by the labor organizations
of the country :

Fon. ATDISON-T: N WaLLACE, IDAHO, January 20, 1015,
Washington, D, C.:

We, the members of Wallace and vicinity Trades and Labor Council,
representing 16 local organizations of labor, are unanimously in favor
of passing the immigration bill over President's veto, and earnestly
request your fullest unqualified support.

James G. ArTHUR, Secretary,
Moscow, Ipamo, Fcbru 2, 1915,
Hon. Appisox T. BMITH, i 3 il
Washington, D, C.:

Every member of organized labor, and approximately every citizen
of Idaho, request that Congress pass immigration bill over veto. We
respect our President, but feel that he has made a mistake, which
must be remedied, or disaster is likely to follow.

Moscow CARPENTERS' UNION,

Boise, IpAHO, January £8, 1015,
Hon., Apprsox T. SaitH,

Member of Congress, Washington, D, O.;

As a relief to the unemployed of this State and Nation, organized
labor of Boise unanimously request that you work and vote for the
passage of the immigration bill over the President’s veto.

P. H. SPANGENBERG, Eccrc!tarv.

Boise, IDAHO,
Hon. BurtoN L. FreExca and Hon. Appisox T. SMmiTH,
Members of Congress from the District of Idaho:

We, the undersigned citizens of Boise City and Ada County, Idaho,
respectfully request that you do all withln your power to place upon
the statute books of this Nation the immigration bill, which was
recently vetoed by the President. To this end we desire that you take
%uch’dncttlun as is necessary to pass said bill over the veto of the

resident.

The electrical workers and other unions are talklng of and watching
this matter. If, in President Wilson's opinion, the volce of our
Representatives is not the volce of the people, what is it?

Respectfully,
H. B. DECIUS,

PocATELLO, IDAHO, January 29, 1915,
Hon. Appisox T. SarH,
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.

Dear S8ir: We, the undersigned committee, representing the rallway
emPluyees depsrfment of the American Federation of Labor, respect-
fully urge you to give your su 1Ilmrt and use your influence to secur¢ the
passage of the immigration bill, indorsed by the American Federation
of Labor, over the President's wveto. Organlzed labor in this \.‘lclnltﬁ
is strongity in favor of this immigration bill as recently passed by bot
Houses of Congress.

Yours, very truly, JAs. W. PURDIE,
THOS. Dancy,
JourxN BONNER,
Committee,

T bave also received urgent communications from the follow-
ing organizations urging the passage of this bill over the I’resi-
dent's veto:

American Federation of Labor executive council, Washington, D. C.

Wood, Wire, and Metal Lathers’ International Association, C[ewland.

io.
Central Federated Union, New York.
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International Protective Assoclation of Retail Clerks, La Fayette, Ind.
Washington State Federation of Labor, Tacoma, Wash.

International Association of Machln.lst.‘i, Washington, D. C.
Massachusetts State Branch American Federation of Labor, Boston,

International Brotherhood of Teamsters of Ameriea, Indianapolis, Ind.

Railway Emplo aym Department, 8t. Louis, Mo.

Pattern Maker: gue, Cincipnati, Ohio.

International ‘teamens Union of America, Chicago, IlL

Pennsylvania Federation of Labor, Harrisburg, Pa.

Minnesota State Federation of Labor, St. Paul, M.lnn.

New York State Federation of Labor, Utiea, N.

International Brotherhood of Pa aper Aakers, Alban,'r, N. Y.

Cigar Makers' International Un Chicago, TIL

Washington Central Labor Union, Washington. {3 L0l

Boot and Shoe Makers' Union, Boston, Mass.

United Mine Workers of America, Indlanapous Ind.

Tobacco Workers' International Union, Loniavi!ie, lxdy

International Ty érsghical Union, Indianapolis,

Iron City C en eg Couneil, 'I‘lmburg Pa.

Switchmen’s Union, Buffalo, N. Y.

TUnited Brotherhood of nters and Jolners, Indianapolis, Ind.

Illinois State Federation of Labor, Chieago, Ill..

Mr. GARDNER. T yield two minutes to the gentleman from
Kentucky [Mr. Powers].

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Minnesota
[Mr. MaxamAN] in his speech on the floor of the House this
morning made the statement that 30 per cent of the constituency
whom I have the honor to represent are illiterate. If that were
true, it would be all the more reason why I should vote to pre-
vent more illiterates coming to this country. If there is any-
thing in the gentleman's statement, we already have too many
illiterates in my district.

But I deny the charge of the gentleman. I deny the truth of
his statement. I want to say to him that,that statement is a
remarkable perversion of the fruth. Instead of having 30 per
cent of illiterates in my district over 10 years of age, there are
less than 20 per cent. There is in the entire State of Kentucky
an average of 16.5 per cent of illiterncy. This includes, of
course, the great cities of Louisville and Lexington and other
cities in the Commonwealth, as well as the far-famed blue-grass
region of the State.

Mr. MANAHAN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. POWERS. I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. MANAHAN. I will ask the gentleman if the figures he
gives are for the entire population of his district or just for
the native whites?

Mr. POWERS. The figures I give are for the entire popula-
tion of my district, including the colored people. The percent-
age is not so great if you count the whites alone. No man here
represents brainier or better people than I have the honor to
represent.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has
expired.

Mr. MOORE. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Min-
nesota [Mr. MANAHAN].

Mr. MANAHAN., Mr. Speaker, I am glad to correct my state-
ment. I had in mind evidently another distriet in the South,
mentioned in the last debate, where the percentage of illiteracy
was approximately 3 per cent, and I made a mistake in at-
tributing it to the district represented by the gentleman from
Kentucky [Mr. Powess]. I will accept 19 per cent as the cor-
rect figure, and I say that that is a serious reflection upon his
distriet, ruled by native Americans for many generations; and
I will say further that from the experience all over the North
of the competition that comes from live-blooded foreigners, if
he will bring into his district from southern Europe, or any
other part of Europe, men and women with nerve and ability
and ambition and live red blood in their veins, the apathy
and backwardness of his people will be overcome, and th
percentage of illiteracy will be decreased from 19 per cent
approximately 3 per cent, as it is in the State of Minnesoth,
where 75 per cent of our people are foreign born or the child
of foreign borm.

I yield back the remainder of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman yields back one
minute.

Mr, BURNETT. My, Speaker, T yield eight minutes to the
gentleman from Alabama [Mr, HEFLIN].

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. Speaker, medical societies, patriotic or-
ders, the farmers’ union, the farmers' national congress, and
the Federation of Labor all indorse this specific measure. The
American people are demanding its passage. Eight of the nine
United States immigration commissioners have indorsed the
literacy test. Ameriean patriots who have devoted their lives
to the study of the question of immigration have indorsed the
reading test. Twice in two years bofh hrunches of Congress
have passed this bill, and the eyes of the ¢roniyy are upon us
to-day. What are we going to do? The rerding tzst wonld not
prevent the coming of any man worthy of Ameriun citizenship,
but it would raise the general standard of !nicllizence among

our alien arrivals. This bill eontains provisions which make
the mental and physical examination of aliens more effective
and would exclude a large number of those whose coming would
tend to lower the mental and physical standards of our people.

Is citizenship here of such small conseguence that the for-
eigner wishing to obtain it will not learn to read just 30 words
in the English or some other language? Are we to strike down
the reading test, put a premium on ignorance, and throw our
doors open to the scum of the earth in order that the army of
cheap laborers may inerease its numbers and the steamship
companies ply their trade? In New York, the most pepulous
State in the Union, the insane asylums and charitable institu-
tions are full and overflowing with the feeble-minded, the lame
and halt of the immigrant army. This condition has become
so annoying and so burdensome that the governor of the State
is ‘calling upon the Federal Government to help New York care
for the decrepit and feeble-minded foreigners pouring into the
State. The State commissioner of lunacy tells us that in 1911
there were in the civic hospitals 5,700 patients, and that 2,737
of these were foreigners, and the New York State hospital bul-
letin states that in 1912 there were 31,000 patients in the 14
State hospitals and that 41 per cent of them were of foreign
birth. The New York Herald, April, 1912, said that more than
60 per cent of the occupants of charitable institutions and in- -
sane asylums in New York were foreigners. I am convinced,
Mr. Speaker, that foreign countries have taken advantage of
our loose and lax immigration laws to rid themselves of the
criminal element and the feeble-minded of their people, and in-
steac of caring for their own diseased and insane people they
are sending them to us with every steamship that sails. Mr.
BueNerr has told us that Police Commissioner Bingham, of
New York, said:

This wave of immigration that brings to New York hundreds of thou-
sands of criminals who don’t know what liberty means, and don’t care;
don’t know our customs, ean not speak the English language, are in gen-
eral the seum of the earth.

Frederick A. Pope, who was prosecuting officer ‘n New Jersey,
wrote to President Taft in February, 1913, that he had prose-
cuted in a certain length of time for various crimes 114 for-
eigners, and that 91 of them were illiterate—they could not
read—and that out of 8 crimes against women, 7 were com-
mitted by men who could neither read nor write.

Southern Europe is encouraging large numbers of people to
go to the United States, take the place of the American laborer,
accumulate money and send it home, and others are urged to
return when their fortunes are made. Thousands of these illit-
erate people are placed in charge of a foreign priest or minister
who advises them not to become citizens of the United States. I
read of an instance where the priest or minister told them that
it was all right to work here and send their money back to
Europe, but that they must hate the American flag and remain
loyal to the mother country. 'The number of unnaturalized for-
eigners in the United States has grown so enormously that the
people of southern Europe refer to them as ‘ our colonies in
America.” And, Mr. Speaker, it is a deplorable fact that these
European colonies in America have injured the standard of the
laboring man, reduced wages here, and they have driven thou-
sands and tens of thousands of American wage earners into the
ranks of the unemployed. [Applause.] Millions of Americans
who toil in the mills, dig in the mines, work at the bench, or beat
at the forge are praying this day that you will shield and pro-
tect them from further invasion by cheap laborers from foreign
/onntrics. [Applause.]

If you are the friend of the wage earners of America who
make their living by the sweat of their faces, love our institu-
tions and follow our flag, now is the time to show it. If you
have any regard for the wishes and the welfare of the millions
of American farmers, you must tell them by your vote to-day.
If you would guard our civilization and protect the life of our

Vation from the dangers that threaten it, I ecall upon you now
t te for this bill. [Applaunse.]

Mr. Speaker, I wish the steamship companies well, but I am
not willing that they should flourigh at the expense of American
ideals and institutions. An official of our Government tells us
that it is the deliberate plan of certain European Governments
to send to the United States the most undesirable of their peo-
ple. Marecus Braun, of New York, an immigrant inspector sent
by our Government fo Europe to investigate immigrant condi-
tions there, reported fo the Secretary of Commerce and Labor
that the Hungarian Government had a contraet with a steam-
ship company, the Cunard Line, to deliver to their vessels
80,000 Hungarians a year, to be earried to the United States.
The Hungarian governmental official told the American govern-
mental official that the contract to send so many of their people
to the United States every year was none of our business, When

will this traflic in human beings stop? This law would injure
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the traffic of the steamship companies, but it would greatly
benefit the American people. [Applause.] A few years ago the
new King of Denmark pardoned 700 criminals, degenerates,
swindlers, thieves, and murderers. The people of Denmark did
not want these criminals to remain in their country, so they
made up money and purchased tickets for every ome of them,
placed them on board a steamship and sent them to New York.

Representative " BurNerT, while in’ Sicily investigating the
immigration question asked, “ Where are the bandits who gave
you so much trouble a little while ago?” And the answer
wis, “They have all gone to America.” Think of that, Mr.
Speaker; no longer the asylum for the oppressed, no longer the
promised land of the worthy, but a place to which foreign
countries may send their undesirable people, a place on which
the steamship companies vnload meore than a million people
every year. [Applause.] Time was when the industrious and
worthy foreigner who wanted to come to our country went to
work, secured funds, and paid for his own transportation.
Then the deserving foreigner went to work to meet American
requirements in order that he might come over and share the
blessings and benefits of this great Republic. Now the steam-
ship companies have their agents abroad, urging .very class
and condition to go to the United States. Pletures are dis-
played showing savings banks and foreigners standing around
with their hands full of American money, and they are told
that it is an easy matter to make money here. All kinds of
stories are told to induce the coming of the immigrant horde.
All that the steamship company wants to know is, can he pay
his fare? They have excursions and give cheap rates, and
then the agents go out with their dragnets and gather them in,
and tramp, tramp they come—more than a million a year.

Mr. Speaker, the Boston Transcript speaks truly when it
says that there are those in this country who are opposed to
any and all restriction of immigration. Thomas Jefferson
said more than a hundred years ago, “ While we are providing
for the fortification of our country against a foreign foe, I
am in favor of fortifying it against the influx of undesirable
immigration.” [Applause.] And yet, Mr. Speaker, there are
gentlemen here who will not vote for a measure that will keep
out of our country thousands and tens of thousands of unde-
sirable persons. What strange and unnatural influence is it
that impels gentlemen here to oppose any measure that will
restrict immigration? Is it the fear of certain constituents
at home who care more for the business of bringing in more
people from foreign counfries than they do for the welfare of
our own country? Mr. Speaker, if this un-American influence
is strong enough now to prevent the enactment of a law to
restrict immigration, what Senate or House a few years from
now will even dare to undertake the difficult task? [Ap-
plause.] Yes; every 12 months the steamship companies un-
load upon our shores more than a million of foreigners; and
Mr. Speaker, at this rate, the time will soon come when you
can draw a line across the Republic and place the native born
and their descendants on one side and the foreign born and
their descendants on the other, and they will ontnumber us.
Then if we should be engaged in war with a foreign power,
foes from without and foes from within, you will have reason
to be concerned about the safety of your country. If these
influences are strong enough to stifle the American desire that
is in you to protect our country against this horde of unde-
girable foreigners, if these baneful influences shall cause you
to take the side of foreign countries who want to continue to
sgend to our country the refuse of their own, the day will come
when your children whose birthright you have bartered for a
mess of politieal pottage will curse you in your graves.

You talk about preparations to prevent a foreign army from
invading our country when, by your votes and un-American con-
duet, you are letting in every year thousands of men more dan-
gerous to the vital life of America than could possibly be the
attempt at invasion by any foreign army. We would be on the
lookout for such an army and would prevent it from landing
upon our shores; but here is an invasion dangerous to Ameri-
can ideals and institotions—an invasion that enriches the
steamship companies and sends out of our country every year
$150,000,000, and works great injury to the American laboring
man. Mr, Speaker, thousands—yes, hundreds of thousands—of
cheap laborers from Europe are here enjoying the blessings
and benefits of free America, competing with loyal citizens in
every line of industrial endeavor and in all the marts of trade.
[Applause.] And yet some of you will vote against this meas-
ure and then talk about protection to American labor, What
the American laborer needs most and what he is praying for
this day is protection from the vast army of cheap laborers
coming into our counftry every year.

In his farewell address President Washington admonishes us
to “ promote as an object of primary importance institutions for
the general diffusion of knowledge.” How fitting, Mr. Speaker,
that in the month of his birth we should be engaged in the
work of providing for the diffusion of knowledge among those
who are to come here and share with us and our children the
blessings and benefits of this great Government. Thomas Jef-
ferson has said that when every man can read the country will
be safe. Here we are trying to follow the advice of Washington
and take the first step toward providing for the diffusion of
knowledge among our alien arrivals, and here we are setting
up requirements that will enable the foreigner who desires to
come here to read and learn for himself of American institu-
tions. [Applause.] It is high time “hat some of our citizens
who come here from foreign countries and swear allegiance
to the American flag were showing their unwillingness to permit
all kinds of foreigners to come into our country. If these men
really love our country, they are in favor of immigration laws
that will permit only worthy and desirable people to come. If
they do not agree with us that something should be done to
prevent undesirable and unfit foreigners from coming here, then
we may well ponder the question whether we shall preserve
the Republic in all its integrity for our children and our chil-.
dren’s children or permit it to become the dumping ground for
the scum and refuse of every country on the globe. [Ap-
plause.] . -

Here, in full view of the likeness of Washington and looking
upon Old Glory, our country’s flag, let us reconsecrate our
hearts, our strength, and our all to the highest and best interest
of our country. This is not a party question, but a gquestion
of supreme importance to the American people, and I want
this vote to-day to show to the country and to the world that

far above the blaze of partisanism loom the altar fires of our
patriotism. [Applause.]

Mr. Speaker, I belleve that if the voice of Lincoln and th
voice of Davis, the voices of Grant and Lee, could be heard in
this House to-day they would admonish us, from the North and
the South, from the East and the West, to support this bill
and in so doing strike hands abeut a common center for the -‘f'f’/
good of the Republic. [Applause.] e/

Mr. GARDNER. Mr, Speaker, I yield two minutes to the gen-
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. LANGLEY].

Mr. LANGLEY. My, Speaker, I desire to offer my congratu-
lations to the distinguished gentleman from Alabama [Mr.
Buexerr] and his intrepid and patriotic Democratic associates
on that side of the Chamber for rising above party considera-
tions and resisting the menace of the pedagogic lash from the
White House in order to serve the best interests of their coun-
try by voting to pass this bill over the President’s veto. All
honor to your courage and good judgment. I am glad that this
is not being made a parfy question here. It ought not to be.

And, Mr, Speaker, I sometimes think that if we had less parti-
sanship and more patriotism in this House the country would

be better off. [Applause.] Instead of this being a party ques-

tion I should say it is rather a geographical question in view

of the territory represented by its advocates and opponents. -
And incidentally the question of expediency may figure in -

it, too.

I voted to pass a similar bill over the veto of President
Taft, and I did that with no less pleasure than it will afford
me to vote to pass this bill over President Wilson's veto. I
thought the leader of the Republican Party was wrong then,
just as I think the leader of the Democratic Party is wrong
now. Moreover, Mr. Speaker, I am willing to concede that our
party when it was in power was more or less remiss in its duty,
and to that extent it was inconsistent when it failed to make
the restriction wall around this country as high as it made the
protection wall. It is no more detrimental to American labor
to send the products of cheap foreign labor here to compete
with them than it is to send the foreign laborers themselves
here. Indeed, the competition is all the greater in the latter
case. Believing earnestly, as I do, in the doctrine of protec-
tion, I am just as much in favor of applying it at the immigrant
stations as at the customhouses. [Applause.] ;

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. FoSTER).
gentleman from Kentucky has expired.

Mr. LANGLEY. Will the gentleman from Massachusetts
[Mr. GarpNER] yield me another minute or two? :

Mr. GARDNER. Mr, Speaker, I yield the gentleman one
minute more. .

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Speaker, it does not require the gift of
prophecy to foresee some of the results of the war in Europe.
Ultimately I think it will result in there being fewer monarchies
and more Republies in the world, but that much-desired result

The time of the
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can not immediately follow it. There is one thing, however,
that will immediately follow. The oppressed of all those coun-
tries that are in the throes of the confiict, all those who are
discontented with royalty and its methods of government, will
want a home in this great Republie, this land of neutrality
and of promise. For that reason I regard it more important
thin ever before that our immigration laws be better safe-
guarded to the end that the coming to our shores of so many
undesirable aliens may be stopped. If that could be accom-
plished in some other way more effectively than by the literacy
test, I would gladly vote for that; but no better way has been
found by those who have made an exhaustive study and investi-
gation of the whole subject. Besides, I can see no good reason
why we should add foreign illiterates to our population when
we are struggling so hard to remove illiteracy from our land,
so as to give the blessings of education to all our people. The
failure of this bill to pass will be almost a calamity to our coun-
try. |Applause.] Mr. Speaker, this war has already taught us
a valuable lesson, which is that our greatest national safeguard
lies in our sticking closer together as a people, selfish though it
be, and that we should *‘ sharpen our wits” to help each other
rather than to open our markets and our opportunities for em-
ployment too much for the benefit of the people of other lands.
All of which, to my mind, vindicates the wisdom of the policies
both of protection and of restriction of foreign immigration.
[Applause.]

Mr. BURNETT. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania consume some of his time now?

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Speaker, I will say to the gentleman from
Alabama that I have no more time to yield to any other gentle-
man except to myself and I prefer to conclude for our part
after the gentleman goes on.

Mr. BURNETT. We have only one other speech besides mine
and that is a short speech.

Mr. GARDNER. Is the genfleman from Illinois
SasaTH] reserving his time entirely for one speech?

Mr. SABATH. Yes.

Mr. GARDNER. I ask because there are two gentleman here
who want to be recognized for half a minute, but neither is on
the floor at the present time. I am already to have my time
closed in a single speech by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Fess].
I am not going to speak myself.

Mr, MOORE. The gentleman intends to conclude with the
yielding to Mr. FEss?

Mr. GARDNER. Yes.

Mr. BURNETT. The gentleman from Illinois says that he
will consume some of his time himself.

Mr. GARDNER. Will the gentleman be willing to consume
his time now? I will give way to Mr. Moogg, if the gentleman
will speak now.

Mr. SABATH. The gentleman will then reserve his time and
close after both the gentleman from Pennsylvania and myself?

Mr. GARDNER. No; after the gentleman has closed, then
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Fess] will close, and then the
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Mooge], and then the gentle-
man from Alabama [Mr. BURNETT].

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, it is immaterial to me, and T
am perfectly willing to go on now.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois
has 15 minutes remaining.

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I yield one minute to the gentle-
man from Connecticnt [Mr. DoNovaN].

Mr. DONOVAN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have read from
the Clerk’s desk the article which I have sent there, and I
would like particularly to have the attention of the gentleman
from Ohio [Mr. FEss].

The Clerk read as follows:

Bir Walter Scott sald:

“T have read® books enough, and conversed with enongh of eminent
and splendidly cultivated mlnds: but I assure you, I have heard hig]llmr
sentiments from the lips of poor uneducated men and women, when
exerting the spirit of severe yet gentle heroism under difficulties and
afllictions, or speaking their simple thoughts as to circumstances in the
lot of friends and neighbors, than I ever yet met with out of the pages
of the Bible. We shall never learn to respect our real calling and
destiny, unless we have taught ourselves to consider everything as
moonshine compared with the educatlon of the heart.”

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, during the eight years of my
service in this House I desire to say that every vote I have
cast on labor questions has been in the interest of labor. If
I thought for one moment that my action and my vote to-day
would be against the interest of labor, I would rather resign
my seat in this body than to cast that vote. But, Mr. Speaker,
I am convinced that my action is in the interest of the Ameri-
can laboring man. For 20 years, as has been stated, immi-
grants have come here in large numbers, larger than in the
entire 80 years preceding, and I want to say to you that within

[Mr.

the last 20 years, notwithstanding the large immigration, the
conditions of the laboring man duoring that time have im-
proved. Not only have the living conditions improved, but the
wages of the American laboring man have increased. Twenty
years ago, or in the year 1800, the yearly average earning of
the American laboring man amounted to about %335, and the
average earning of the American laboring man to-day is over
$550. I want to say to you, Mr. Speaker, that not only have
the wages increased, but the hours of Iabor have been shortened
in nearly every industry in the United States. For tha® reason
I believe that immigration has not been detrimental to oar
country, but has been beneficinl. It has helped the American
laboring man to advance and secure a better position than he
occupied before that immigration commenced. O, we hear that
the Federation of Labor and other labor organizations are op-
posed to this measure. I admit that organized labor has done
much for the laboring man, but I maintain that immigiation”
has done even moze. It has given the Federation of Labor their
great leader, Mr. Samuel Gompers, as well as the able secve-
tary, Mr. Morrison, who is a native of Tanada. It has given
this country the. great Secretary of Labor, Hon. Williamm B.
Wilson, and it has given the Federation of Labor more than
50 per cent of its executive committee. The members of that
organization know, or should know, that immigration is not
detrimental to organized labor. In addition I desire also to
state that not all of organized labor is in favor of this legis-
lation. I hold in my hand a resolution which I received this
morning signed by nine different labor organizations protesting
against the enactment of this law.

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle-
man yield?

Mr, SABATH. Yes.

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. Will the gentleman please name
those organizations?

Mr. SABATH. I really have not the time to spare to read
the entire resolution, but in the interest of my colleague,
whom I know is honest and a sincere man and means well,
but is misled, somewhat as a great many others are, I will
have the Clerk read the resolution, notwithstanding that it will
take more time than I really desire to give to it.

The Clerk read as follows:

NeEw Yorg, February 8, 1915,

Hon. A. J. BamaTH,
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.

DeAr Sir: The Burnett Immigration bill has been vetoed by President
Wilson. We learn that stmnq efforts are being made by the opponents
of immigration to pass this bill over the President's veto.

The impression has been created that organized labor, without ex-
ception, is in favor of this bill, which seeks to restrict immigrants
chiefly on the ground of illiteracy. We wish to call your attention
to the fact that a large number of powerful organizations within and
without the ranks of the American Federation of Labor are unre-
servedly opposed to the Burnett bill, and believe that its provisions are
unjust, essentially un-American, and harmful to the best interests of
our country.

Even from the standpoint of those who seek the interests of the
workingmen, the restriction of immigration iz not ealeulated to do
them any good, but if put into practice will most likely result in serious
harm. Immigration has not been responsible for the increased cost of
living, but kmgI on the other hand, directly developed a higher standard
of llving. particularly among the workingmen, on account of the pros-
perity and opportunity for labor that immigration has afforded.

That immigrants do not lower wages or represent an unorganizable
laboring element is strikingly demonstrated bf the fact that the Amer-
fcin Federation of Labor itself has grown in strength and influence
largely through the increasé in its ranks of great numbers of immigrants
in every part of the country and in all trades;

The movement of unionism among women has been most snccessful
in the case of immigrants, which shows the remarkable ecapacity for
organization among the recent Immigrants.

As representatives of great labor organizations embracing thou-
sands of workingmen, we earnestly protest against the adoption of a
meéasiire which strikes at the roots of our American prineiples of
equality by an insidious and indirect form of execlusion.

We trust that you will not only vote against the bill, but will do all
in your %awer actively to prevent any attempt to override the Presi-
dent's veto from becoming successful.

Will you not kindly let us hear from you at an early moment to learn
what yon expect to do in this matter?

Very earnestly and sincerely, yours,

. [8eal: The Workmen's Circle (Arbeiter Ring), Feb. 2, 1915, 175
East Broadway, N. Y.]

[Seal : International Ladies Garment Workers' Union, 32 Union
Square, New York City.&

[Seal : Amalgamated Clothing Workers of America, 32 Union Bquare,

New York.
Seal : United Laundry Workers' Union, Local 34.]
Seal : The Hebrew Bakers’ Union, Local 160. Incorporated 1903.]
Seal : United Neckwear Makers' Union, Local 11016 A. F. of L.
Organized Dec., 1905.]
18 ge]u!: United Hebrew Trades of the State of New York. Org. Oct,,
[Seal : International Cabinet Makers, Machine, Hand, and Wood
Turners’ Union, Loeal 2 of N. Y.]

[Seal: Shirt Makers’ Union of Greater New York.]

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, a further question,
I would like to ask if there is a seal on that communication?
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Mr. SABATH. Those are all seals.

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. I would like also to ask if
the gentleman does not know that some of those organizations
are not official trade organizations?

Mr. SABATH. Does the gentleman know they are not?

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. There is one of them organized
for purposes of this kind—the labor circle. [Applause.]

Mr. SABATH. The gentleman might know more about
various labor organizations, but I am satisfied he is mistaken in
this particular.

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. I take it the gentleman does
nut want to mislead the Members of this House.

Mr. SABATH. The gentleman knows me too well to believe
that of me.

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. For that reason I rose to ask
the question. I take the position that these are not legitimate
“trade-union organizations.

Mr. SABATH. I beg to differ with the gentleman.

In this connection I wish to say that I have other communieca-
tions from other laboring organizations and societies, but time
does not permit me to read them all. I will, however, read a
few of them.

I have a telegram from the Iroquois Club, of Chicago, which

reads as follows:
: CHIcAGo, ILL., February 2, 1915,
Hon. Aporrn J. SaBaTH, Washington, D. O.:
At a special meeting of the Irogquois Club held February 2, 19135, the
follo resolution was una.nilrll':&nl{ adop = 4 7
“Resolved, That the Iroquois Club commends the President for his
veto of the immigration bill, and urge the 1llincis delegation in Con-
gress to uphold the President in his veto.”
War. RoTHMANN, President.
Lorixc R. HooVER, Secretary.

I have a letter from the Illinois Manufacturers’ Association,
G0 per cent of the membership of which are business men, which
reads as follows:

ILLIxois MANUFACTURERS' ASSOCIATION,
Chicago, February 1, 1915,
Hon. ApoLPI J. SABATH,

House of Representatives, Washington, D, C.

DeAR Sig; The directors of the Illinols Manufacturers' Association,
on behalf of the members of the organization, urged Presldent Wilson
to veto the immigration bill, because it contained the literacy test,
which they believe unfair, You are respectfully urged to use your
influence to sustain the President’s veto.

Very truly, yours, Jomx M. GLENN, Secretary.

I have a telegram from the Slovak Guards of Illinois, which

reads as follows:

Hon. A, J. BasaTH,
Member of Oongress, Washington, D. O.:

Blovak Guoards of Illinois resenting 30,000 law-abiding naturalized
American citizens, appeal to Members of éongzm to vote to sustaln
the President’s veto on immigration bill.

BMIn TeEALAR, President.

The Polish-American Alliance and the Polish Catholic Union
of America have also sent me the following telegram :

CHICAGO, ILL., February 3, 1915,

CHICAGO, ILL., February 2, 1915,
Hon. A, J. BABATH,
Housge of Representatives, Washington, D. O.

In behalf of thousands of our countrymen who have been deprived
of the opportunity of a an edoeation in the mother country, we
urge you to vote to uphold the President’s veto of the immigration "bill.

POLISH-AMERICAN ALLIANCE,
LIsH CATHOLIC UNION OF AMERICA,

Mr, Speaker, I wish to embody as a part of my remarks a
letter which I have received from one of the most beloved and
fair-minded judges of our country, Judge John Gibbons, of the
Circuit Court of Cook County, Illinois,

CiecuiTr CourT oF Coox COUNTY,
Chicago, January 7, 1915,
Hon. A, J. S8asarH, Washington, D. O.

Dean CoNGRESSMAN SABaTH: I desire to er A solemwtest
against the enasctment of the immigration bill use it con the
literacy test. In no adequate manner can such a test de the
quality of good citizenship. Such a test would be unjust, undemo-
cratic, and un-American,

The establishment of the Republic was a proclamation to the world
that at last a land was opened and a government instituted in and
under which all men could enter the lists of life and endeavor upon an
equal footing with full opportunity to work out their own elevation
and betterment. America Soon became the Mecca of the Old World's
oppressed thousands, hungering for freedom—freedom to speak, to act,
and to grow. This o%purtunity for free individual action and develop-
ment, never before offered to the *““hewers of wood and drawers of
water,” was what moved them throughout all lands, as by a common
impulse, to flee from the servitude of their native countries to build
new homes and better, broader lives in a struga land. No class
greater In numbers or stronger in purpose took advantage of this op-
portunity than the artisans and laborers, many of whom could neither
read nor write. No class has proven itself more capable of wth and
advancement under these be: conditions than they. . goul that
constitutes the true citizen and patriot, when the life of the Nation
was in peril, thg proved themselves peers of the noblest and the best.

e result beeause here they found and utilized a fair
field and full play for individual energy, talent, and effort,
Very respectfully, yours,

JOHN GIBBONS,

The organization known as the Friends of Russian Freedom
submit the following communication:

FRIENDS oF Rr:ss:.?‘c bl:nxnuo;a, 2
ebruar] 1015,
Hon. A. J. SasaTm, Sy

House of Representatices, Washington D. C.

Drear SIn: To us it seems of very great consequence that the right of
political asylum shall be maintained inviolate in this country.

The history of nations—of others as well as of our own—teaches
that at times only through the unlawful destruction of property and
the advocacy of thls may despotism be thrown off and representative
government attained.

Born of revolution themselves, surely the American 1 have slgni-
fled no desire to reverse their attitude toward those wg:o R‘.l other lam
inspired many times by America’s example, ﬁght for Hberty an
de%ocmcy ex;:en as the ftm;nders of this Republic fought.

@ may not now present to you, a8 we presented to Co last year
substitutes for the clauses which in the existing law nngae?n thoybllf
before you wrong the political refugee and injure our own name.

We can only urge you to vote agalnst &nmln the immigration bill
tSE' RB. m&otgnom the veto of the President. 'his we do solely on

ground t the bill in our opinion runs counter to the proper and
historle policy of this eountry in excluding and deporti secs. 3
and 19) allens “ who advocate or teach the uulnwﬁﬁode:g-nctlon of
property,” and in subjecting to fine and Imprisonment (sec. 28) *any
person who knowingly aids or assists any * * (such) alien to
enter the United States.”

Yours, very truly,
HERBERT PARSONS,
President Friends of Russian Preedom.

And in this connection I wish to read the names of a few of
the gentlemen who comprise the national committee of this won-
derful organization: :

Herbert Parsons, president; Right Rev. David H. Greer, viee presi-

dent; Geo Kennan, vice Spresident; James Bronson Reynolds, chalir-

105 West Fortieth Street, New York; Joseph Price, vice
chairman.

National committee: The officers, members of executive committee,
ex officio, and Dr. Lyman Abbott (editor the Outlook), New York:
Jane Addams (Hull House), Chicago; Miss Alice Stone Blackwell
editor Woman’s Journal), ﬁoston; John Graham Brooks (author),

bridge, Mass.; W. Franklin Brush, New York; Edward B. Butler
{Jpresident of Butler Bros.), Chicago; Prof. John B. Clark (Columbla
niversity), New York; E. H. Clement, Boston; R. Fulton Cutting,
New York; Horace E. Deming, New York; Dr. Henry B. Favill (phyS
cian), Chicago; Dr, John H. Finley, New York; Homer Folks (ex-com-
oner of l’guhllr: charities), New York; David R. Forgan (president
First National Bank), Chicago; 1. K. Friedman author), Chicago; A. 8.
(president Fifth Avenue Bank), New York; Prof. Franklin I

Gid (Columbia University), New York:; BE. It. L. Gould (presi-
dent irty-fourth Street National Bank), New York: Rev. I'ercir 8.
Grant (Church of the Ascenslon), New York; Rev. Thomas C. ITall
Unlon Theological Seminary), New York; Norman Hap {editor
r's Wﬂkly%ﬁr N;W York; Rabbi Emil G. Hirsch (8inai Conﬁr;gé\-

- *itts-

tion), Chicago; . Holland (chancellor Carnegle Institute),
burgh ; Charles L. Hutchinson (banker), Chicago; Dr. Abraham Jacobl
siclan), New York; Mrs. Helen Hartley Jenkins, New York; I'rof,

. R. Bhepherd iColumbia University), New York: P. Tecumseh Sher-
man (ex-commissioner of labor), New York; Rabbi Joseph Silverman
%Temple Emanu-El), New York; Cyrus L. Sulzberger (merchant), New
ork ; Alﬁnon T. Sweeney e:-;u e first criminal court), Newark,
N Ida Tarbell (author), New York; Charles R. Van Hise
oresident University of iscnnxink Madison, Wis.; Oswald Garrison
lllard (editor Evening Post), New York:; Willoughby Walling (banker),
hicago: T. K. Webster (manufacturer), Chicago; Rabbi Stephen S.
Wise (the Free Synagogue), New York; Wiliam M. Kingsley (vice
resident United States Trust Co.), New York; Hon. RoBEsT M. La
'oLLETTE (United States Senator), Madison, Wis. ; Henry M. Leipziger
director, department of education), New York; William H. Maxwell
superintendent of schools), New York:; John G. Milburn (lawyer),
ew York; John E. Milholland (publicist), New York; Rev. Charles I1,

o=

Parkhurst (Madison Square byterian Church), New York ; Jacob
A. Rils (p anthrgplst}, New York; Jullus Rosenwald (vice president
Sears, Roebuck & Co.), Chi 3 Jacob H. Schiff (banker), New York;

s cago
Prof. Henry R. Seager Columbia University), New York; Prof. E. L.
A, Seligman (Columbla Unlversity), New York.

Mr. Speaker, great stress has been laid upon the statement
contained in the President’s message, that no party has ever
adopted the text of this bill as part of its platform. What
the President did say was this, that no party has gone to the
country on this proposition. This question has been raised not
only by Members of the House, but in a special edition of the
weekly news letfer of the American Federation of Labor atten-
tion has been directed to just this part of the President’s mes-
sage, wherein he inquires whether any political party has ever
avowed a policy of restriction in this fundamental matter and
gone to the country on it

The article dwells upon the fact that in the year 1806 a
President and Vice President were elected upon a platform
containing a restrictionist clause. Is it possible that the gen-
tleman had forgoiten what the real issue was in that campaign?
During the long campaign no one paid any attention to that
portion of the platform.

In 1912 the Republican Party enacted the following as one
of the planks in its platform :

T e P celiee foons The RBEERLIY growing Gk o ALAa A of Sh
desirable fmmigration, which is 1n1ml{m§rto thgu progress and welfare
of the people of the United States.

Surely no one can question the importance of this, and what
was the result of the election in 19127 No party has ever suf-
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fered such a humiliating defeat as the party which adopted
this provision as a part of its platform.

Three times has the Democratic Party succeeded in carrying
the Nation. It was in the years 1884, 1892, and 1912,

Four times did the Republican Party go on record against
liberal immigration and three times did the Republican Party
go down to defeat.

In upholding the sacred traditions of the country and of the
Democratic Party, the Democratic platform of 1884 contained
the following:

We oppose sumptuary laws, which vex the citizens and interfere with
individual liberty.

In reaffirming the declaration of the Democratic platform of 1856,
that the liberal principles embodied by Jefferson in the Declaration o
Independence and sanctioned in the Constitution, which makes ours the
land of llberty and the asylum of the oppressed of every mnation, have
ever been cardinal principles in the Democratic faith.

In the platform of 1892, while the Democratic Party favored
the enactment of more stringent laws and regulations for the
restriction of criminal, pauper, and contract immigration, the
following provision was also embodied :

We condemn and denounce any and all attempts to restriet the im-
migration of the industrious and worthy of foreign lands.

In the latest pronouncement of Demoecratic doctrine, our plat-
form of 1912, we have this ringing declaration :

No treaty should receive the sanction of our Government which does
not recognize that equality of all our citizens, irrespective of race or
creed, and which does not expressly guarantee the fundamental right
of expatriation.

Now, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. ADAIR]
who opened the remarks in favor of this bill stated that Presi-
dent Wilson is a great President. Mr. Speaker, I agree with the
gentleman from Indiana. I agree that we have in Woodrow
Wilson a great President, a President who has done more to
bring about favorable legislation in the interest of the American
people and laboring man than any other man who has ever
occupied the White House. [Applause.] I admit that men as
great as President Wilson have made mistakes, but I challenge
the gentleman from Indiana to show that our President has
made a mistake in vetoing this bill. The gentleman from
California [Mr. RAker] and the gentleman from Alabama [Mr.
HerFrin] cite the large number of foreign-born people in our
insane asylums., They, however, neglect to show that in pro-
portion to the population the percentage of foreign-born people
is smaller than that of the native-born citizens.

Does not the gentleman from California know that under the
provisions of the present law those persons suffering from in-
sanity or even what the Department of Labor terms feeble-
.mindedness or presenility are now debarred.

The gentleman from Alabama is fearful for our future citi-
zenship. If he would take the trouble to visit the homes of
these people whom he dubs the scum of the e@rth and unde-
sirable citizens I feel confident that he would not stand on the
floor of this House and slander these hard-working, sincere,
and law-abiding people.

Mr. Speaker, I, as well as these gentlemen, am desirous of
protecting the standard of American citizenship and our Amer-
jean institutions. No man who is familiar with conditions can
say that so far immigration has lowered the standard of
American citizenship; and I maintain that, on the contrary,
immigration has forced the standard of American citizenship
to a higher level. Surely, this is true of the American working-
man. The immigrant has come here and dug our million
ditches, while the native American has been elevated to the
positions of foreman, timekeeper, assistants, and so forth, posi-
tions which the native-born American is as yet not too proud
to flL

The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Lexgoor] is fearful that
immigration will lower the character of our citizenship, He
comes from a State where nearly 80 per cent of the population
is composed of foreign-born citizens, or citizens of foreign
parentage. Does he desire to make us believe that his State is
not up to the standard? He represents the State, The truth
is that he, as well as so many others, has been poisoned by
the malicious representations of certain lobbyists, whose activi-
ties have been directed against the policy of our Government
and against the unfortunate immigrant.

Mr. Speaker, no doubt great stress will be laid on the great
$£1,000,000 Immigration Commission report, which no one has
read, and with which none of the members of the commission
are familiar, even though they have assumed to base their
recommendations to the House on it.

In the face of these recommendations of the commission
Prof. Jenks and Mr. Lauck, members of that commission, have

the following to say in their book on “ The Immigration Prob-
lem ” (see pp. 335 and 344) :

In the judgment of the commission, as well as of most other en-
lightened citizens, the United States should remain in the future, as
in the past, a haven of refuge for the oppressed, whether such oppres-
sion be political or religious. Any restrictive measure should contain
a provision making an exception of such cases. We clearly ought not
to close our doors against those whom the common opinion of the
world would consider really the subjects of oppression.

No doubt great stress will also be laid on the activities of
the Liberal Immigration League of New York City. As to that
organization, I wish to state that I did not agree with their
activities, but will say that I fail to see wherein they are guilty
in asking aid from all to help the cause which they advocated,
unless it be from steamship companies and the five other cor-
porations from which they received money, according to the
statement. All in all, it amounted to $5,000 in five years, and
the largest contribution was $500. I have a statement before
me which shows that the league is over a thousand dollars in
debt. The various items which it is charged they have col-
lected appear to be reasonable, and in view of the fact that
they are not able to meet their expenses puts them in at least
a better light than the various restrictive organizations which
have been flooding the mails with bitter, restrictive literature,
and which obviously have abundant funds to meet all expenses,
however heavy.

May I ask the gentlemen who are go vitally interested in the
dictates of the Junior Order of American Mechanics and kindred
so-called patriotic organizations who it is that is furnishing the
funds for these organizations?

Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that Democracy can be proud
of the wonderful, excellent record that it has made under this
great and wonderful President. We have given the country and
the laboring people more favorable legislation than any other
party in the history of our Government, and for that reason
I feel confident that, notwithstandng the fact that the Federa-
tion of Labor has taken a stand on this one question contrary
to the President, they will realize and recognize that he is a
great President, a wonderful man, a man who desires to help
the cause of humanity, to help the cause of the people.

Right here, Mr. Speaker, I can with pride point to my closing
remarks in the speech which I delivered on August 23, 1912, and
which read as follows:

And in conclusion I desire to say this: I have been and am now a
Democrat who belleves in the Democratic doctrine, In equal rights to all
and speclay privileges to none. I became a Democrat because of my
belief in thesgogrinclpies and because the Democratic Party was the

arty that st for them. I am a Demoecrat because I believe the

mocratic Party is the party of the geo!pie and for the people; that
it stands for and does what s just and right. I firmly believe that It
stands for justice and equity; that it is a party that is broad and
liveral ; that and through it the people can secure beneficial legislation
that will relieve them from oppression,

It stands by its &Ied%es. It carrles out its promises. And, notwith-
standing the fact that I stand for and firmly believe in all its funda-
mental principles and have been active ever since 1888, th% for
Cleveland, Bryan, and Parker, and have been many times honored 3' it,
if I believed that our eandidate for President—the Hon. Woodrow
Wilson—had Intentionally spoken unfairly of our foreign-born citizens
and actunll{ewns prejudiced against them, 1 would unhesitatingly refuse
him my vote and my support.

But, Mr. S8peaker, I am satisflied that he is & man of broad and liberal
ideas, a man of excellent judgment, a man of great knowledge and intel-
ligence, honest and fearless, and I feel confident that, after he has been
elected the President of the United States, the greatest and most glo-
rious country under the ca.uopg of heaven, and President of the greatest
and most hospitable people inhabiting any portion of this globe, he will
demonstrate those who are endeavoring to place him in a false light
that he can not and will not be swayed m the path of righteousness
and justice, and will easily shine after his days of service are over with
the other illustrious stars—Washington, Jefferson, Jackson, and Lincoln,

Now, Mr. Speaker, some genflemen are going to try to make
the membership of this House believe that most anyone now
can come to our shores. For the information and enlightenment
of those gentlemen I desire to say that last year alone we
debarred at our ports 33,000 immigrants; and from July to
November, 12,000; and we have deported over 4,000.

The gentlemen who have been and are now advocating the
passage of this bill seem to show a great deal of solicitude
for organized labor, and lay great stress upon the action of the
Federation of Labor, but I am unable to place them. I can not
just recollect where they were when other important legislation
in favor of the American laboring man was being considered on
the floor of the House. I am unable to recall the speeches

which they made in favor of other bills which had for their
purpose the betterment of the conditions of the laboring classes.

The Recorp must be at fault, for you will fail to find the
names of many of these gentlemen included in the list of those
who voted for legislation which was really in the interests of
the laboring man.
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Also, let me ask the gentleman how many labor organiza-
tions they have in their respective districts. Have they helped
the cause in any way? The truth is that in a great majority
of the districts represented by the gentlemen who are favoring
this bill labor is not organized.

The gentleman frem Tennessee in his speech proclaimed that
he is for America.

Mr. Speaker, so am I. I am noft only for America but I am
for American institutions, for American citizenship, and for the
American laboring man.

Due to immigration, our country is the wonder of civilization.
Its population is made up of all the peoples of ihe earth. We
have here all races, all religions, all nationalities. They have
come to us from all guarters of the globe, and we have the best.
Only the courageous hearts and adventurous spirits, who had
the courage to face away from their native country and the
homes of their birth, their kindred and friends, to face out to
an unknown land, where the language they spoke was not
understood, with nothing to beckon them on but the beacon
light of human liberty, are the ones who have sought to make
this country their home. They have planned to establish them-
gelves where the tyranny of monarchy, the oppression of caste,
and the insolence of titled wealth would not place heavy feet
upon their throats. They brought with them their courageous
hearts and adventurous spirits, their strong arms, their indus-
tries. The arts, sciences, professions, culture, genius, wisdom,
and philosophies of thousands of years of civilization in the
lands beyond the seas they gave to us. It has served to make
us at once the envy and the wonder of the world. Best of all,
they brought with them love and reverence for our institutions.
[Applause.]

For the benefit of the House I will read, to refresh the mem-
ory of the Members, what the first Democratic President since
the Civil War, Grover Cleveland, said on this question in his
yeto message:

To the IHouse of Representatives:

1 hereby return without approval House hill No. 7864, entitled “An
act to amend the immigration laws of the United Btates.”

By the first section of this bill it is proposed to amend section 1 of
the act of March 3, 1801, relnttnf to immigration Eg adding to the
classes of aliens thereby excluded from admission to the United States
the following :

“All persons hyslcauﬂhcapable and over 16 years of age who can no
read and write the Engl language or some other language * * ="

A radical dctpartum from our national policy relating to immigrants
is here gresen ed. Heretofore we have welcomed all who came to us
from other lands except those whose moral or physical condition or
history threatened d r to our national welfare and safety,
upon the zealous wate ess of our people to prevent injury to our
political and social fabric, we have encouraged those eoming from for-
eign ecountrles to cast their lot with us and join in the development of
our vast domain, securing in return a share in the blessings of American

citizenship.
A century's stupendous growth, largely due to the assimilation and
thrift of milllons of sturdy and patriotic adopted citizens, attests the
success of this generous and free-handed policy which, while urdins
the people’s int exn from onr im ts only phynftuml an
moral soundness and a willingness and ability to work.

A contemplation of the grand results of this ?o]lc: can not fail to
rouse @ sentiment in its defemse, for however .if might have been re-

ed as an original %ro tion and viewed as an experiment, its
accomplishments are suc at if it is to be uprooted at this late day
its disadvantages should be plainly apparent and the substitute adopted
ghould be just and adequate, free from uncertainties, and guarded
against difficult or oppressive administration.

It is mot claimed, 1 belleve, that the time has come for the further
restriction of immlgratlun on the ground that an excess of population
overcrowds our land. :

It is said, however, that the quality of recent immigration is unde-
girable. The time is quite within recent memory when the same th{:g
was sald of immigrants who, with thelr descendants, are now n
among our best cltizens.

A careful examination of this bill has convinced me that for the
reasons given and others not specifically stated its provisions are
unnecessarily harsh and oppressive, and that its defects construction

- Soiuld cause vexation its operation would result in harm to our
tizens.

MarcH 2, 1807.

GRrOVER CLEVELAND.

Mr. Speaker, I also wish to submit the veto message of a
Republican President, Willlam Howard Taft:

To the Senate:

I return herewith, without my approval, 8. 3175.

I do this with great reluctance. The contains many valuable
amendments to the present immigration law which will insure greater
certnin? in exc¢luding undesirable immi ts.

The bill recelved strong support in both Houses and was recom-
mended by an able commission after an.extended investigation and

caref) rawn conclusions.

But 1 can not make up my mind to s a bill which in its chief
Frovis[un violates a principle that ought, in my opinion, to be upheld
n dealing with our im ation. I refer to the literacy test. For
the reasons stated in Becre Nagel's letter to me, I can not approve

that test, The Sccretary’s letter accompanies this,
War. H. Tarr.
Tae 'WHITE HOUSE,

Washington, February 1}, 1913.
And I do not believe that I would have completed my duty
if I did not here and now bring to your attention once more

the veto message of our great, wonderful, humane, peace-loving
President, Woodrow Wilson :
To the House of Representatives:

It is with unaffected regret that 1 find myself constrained by clear
convietion to return this bill (H. R. -uoeu,’:ﬁn act to o

riulate the
.{m.m.tgqlltlon of aliens to and the residence of allens in the United
States ") without my signature. Not only do I feel it to be a very
because it

serious matter to exercise the gg]v;er of veto In any case,
involves opposing the ﬂn&}a u ent of the President to the judg-
ment of a majority of bo ¢ Houses of the Congress, a step whi
no man who realizes his own lability to error can take without great
hesitation, but also because this particular bill is in so many im-
portant res admirable, well concelved, and deslrable. Its enact-
ment into law would undoubtedly enhance the eficiency and improve
the methods of handling the important branch of the public service
to which it relates. But candor and a sense of duty with regard to
the responsibility so clearly imposed upon me by the Constitution in
m.alttelt:s of lc%mflun h;nnft nlze no choice but to dissent. .

n two particulars of vital consequence this bill embodies a radieal
departure from the traditional and long-established policy of this
country, a policy in which our people have conceived the very character
of thT r Government to be expressed, the wery mission and spirit of
the Nation in respect of its relations to the peoples of the world outside
their borders, It seeks to all but close entirely the gates of asylum
which have always been open to those who could find nowhere else the

ht and opportunity of constitutional agitation for what they econ-
ceived to be the matural and inallenable rights of men: and it excludes
those to whom the opportunities of elementary education have been
denied, without regard to their character, thelr purposes, or thelr

nai%uﬂ}:l fot am{{k th a

estrictions e ‘these, adopted earlier in our history as a Nation,

would wery materially have altered the course and cool";:d the hum:l?u
ardors of our politics, The right of political asylum has brought to
this counlgx many a man of noble character and elevated purpose who
was marked as an outlaw in his own less fortunate land, and who has
et become an ornament to our eltizenship and to our publie couneclls.

e children and the compatriots of these illustrious Americans must
stand amazed to see the resentatives of their Nation now resolved,
in the fullness of our national strength and at the maturlty of our
great institutions, to risk tu.mlnf such ‘men back from our shores with-
out test of guality or purpose. 1t is difficult for me to belleve that the
full effect of this feature of the bill was realized when it was framed
and adopted, and it is impossible for me to assent to it in the form in
which it is here cast.

The literacy test and the tests and restrictions which accompany it
constitute an even more radical change in the poliey of the glatlun.
Hitherto we have generously kept our doors o to all who were not
unfitted by reason of disease or incapacity for sel-support or such
personal records and antecedents as were likely to make 4 menace
to our peace and order or to the wholesome and essential relationships
of life. In this hill it is proposed to turn away from tests of character
and of quality and impose tests which exclude and restrict ; for the new
tests here embodied are not tests of quality or of character or of per-
sonal fitness, but tests of opportunity. Those who come geeking oppor-
tunity are not to be admitted unless they have ulreaodg had one of the
chief of ‘the opportunities they seek, the opportunity education. The
obiect of such provisions s restriction, not selection,

f the pmgle of this country have made up thelr minds to limit
the number of Immigrants by nrbltrag tests and so reverse the .pollcz!
of all the generations of Americans that have gone before them, it
their right to do so. I am their servant and have no license to stand
in their way. But I do not believe that they have. I r tiully
submit that no one ecan quote their mandate to that eﬂact.% any
political party ever avowed a policy of restriction of this fundamental
matter, gone to the country on it, and been commissioned to econtrol
its legislation? Does this . rest upon the consclous and universal
nssent and desire of the American people? I doubt it. It Is because
1 doubt it that I make bold to dissent from it. I am willing to. abide
b theﬂverdlct,kbttt émt nnﬂtlmlt hnﬁ been dre&t:md. II.et the plnugh"eli:
o rties speak out upon s polley an ple pronounce
wl.tasg‘.l The matter is too fundamental to be set@ otherwise.

1 have no pride of opinion in this question. 1 am not foollsh enough
to profess to know the wishes and ideals of America better than the
body of her chosen representatives know them. I only want instruction
direct from those whose fortunes, with ours and all men’s, are involved,

Wooprow WILSON,

Tae WHrre Housn, 28 January, 1915,

In connection with President Wilson's great message I wish
to read to you an editorial appearing in the Chicago Examiner
on February 1, 1915. This is a paper which everyone knows has
not demonstrated any very great friendship or love for our
President :

WILS0ON ACTED WISELY IN VETOING THE UNAMERICAN IMMIGEATION BILL.

The FPresldent has done a distinct service to his country. He has,
moreover, freed his pa: from a most menacing sitnation and has saved
it from a humiliating exhibition of its lack of true Democracy. He de-
serves the approval of all true Americans, and especially the warm
commendation of all genuine Democrats.

It seems incredible that any faction of the party in Congress should
be fatuous enough to plunge it back into the mire from which it has
been thus extricated by an effort to pass this most Indefensible bill over
the President's admirable veto. Should any such effort be made, the
responsibility of those to whom it is credited will be a bhard one for
them to carry before the people. #

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has
expired.

Mr. SABATH. I had 14 minutes left.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has consumed
14 minutes. 1

Mr. SABATH. I regret that my time has expired, but permit
me to say, in conclusion, that I trust all Members who desire to
vote in the interest of humanity and justice will vote to sustain
the President in his veto. [Applause.]

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from

North Dakota [Mr. Youne].
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[Mr. YOUNG of North Dakota addressed the House. Seée
Appendix.]

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Hurixgs].

Mr. HULINGS. Mr. Speaker, I desire very briefly to state
the reasons which prompt me to vote for the immigration
bill, notwithstanding the veto of the President.

The reasons assigned for the veto are: First, the purely
sentimental one that America is the refuge of the oppressed,
the suffering, and distressed; and, second, that the subject
treated in this bill has never been passed upon by the American

ple.
peg‘hese reasons are unconvincing in view of certain well-
known facts.

We now by law exclude the diseased. As a matter of self-
protection we exclude them, notwithstanding their manifest
suffering and distress,

We now by law exclude the penniless and the pauper, even
when he comes here to better his condition, and we do this for
the purely selfish reason that he might become a public charge.

S0 we see that immigration to this *land of the free,” from
the first, has been restricted in order to protect American
citizens.

The policy of “ restriction” is not new. From time to time
as the conditions of the country have changed these restriec-
tive laws have been made more and more exclusive.

The “literacy test” proposed in this bill is not new. It has
been considered by the people as perhaps few other measures
have been considered.

A learned commission, after a full and exhaustive considera-
tion, reported unanimously that immigration should be re-
stricted, while eight out of nine of the commissioners advocated
the adoption of the literacy test.

An American Congress by a large majority enacted such a
law, which was vetoed by President Cleveland.

An American Congress enacted such a law by a great ma-
jority, which was vetoed by President Taft.

This Congress by an overwhelming majority passed this
measure which has been vetoed by President Wilson. How can
it be said then that the people have not considered this
measure.

Mr. Speaker, I believe this literacy test will restrict im-
migration, to an extent which I am informed will probably be
300,000 a year, though I do not regard it as the best measure
that could have been desired.

When the bill was under consideration in the House I offered
an amendment which would permit a man otherwise eligible,
when accompanied by a wife or minor children to enter though
he eould not read or write, Such a modification of the measure
rro;lld in very large degree remove the objections to the literacy

est.

But, sir, as soon as it becomes known that immigrants must
be able to read, those who have it in mind to emigrate to this
country will know in advance of the date of their sailing
suffieiently long, to acquire the meager ability to read, pre-
seribed in this bill,

Restriction as a necessary self-protection is already our
firmly established policy of self-protection. What then is the
protection sought by this bill? It is twofold. Unrestricted
immigration would open the doors and put American labor in
side-by-side competition with ignorant hordes that have been
coming in and will continue to come in, and would continue
the absurd policy of pretending to protect American labor
against foreign-made goods, while the foreign workman is
permitted to come in, bringing with him his foreign habits of
living; and would continue the ruinous policy of admitting
hundreds of thousands of men who come here without any in-
tention of citizenship, to work here for a season and carry his
earnings home with him.

The literacy test would go far to avoid the present danger
that great masses of ignorant and illiterate people coming here,
unfamiliar with the language and habits of the American people,
naturally follow the counsel and advice of adroit and educated
fellow countrymen who come here, who make their contracts
for them and live upon them and find in these illiterate masses
a fertile field for the propaganda of anarchy and the destrue-
tion of property and the overthrow of all constitutional govern-
ment.

This is one of the most important reasons, in my opinion, why
the bill should pass, notwithstanding the veto of the President,
and I shall so vote. [Applause.]

Mr. NEELEY of Kansas. M. Speaker, I am extremely sorry
because of a situation which makes it necessary that some of
us should disagree with that splendid, clean, capable man who

presides over the destinies of the American people; but I find
no grounds for crificism because of his action. It is easy for
me to understand that in cases where our party has failed to
outline a policy he might hesitate to join with us in assuming
the for the enactment of legislation of this magni-
tude; but as for myself my duty appears plain.

The seventh district of Kansas, which I have the honor to
represent in this House, contains 82 counties, almost one-third
of the entire area of the State. This district is nearly 250 miles
long east and west and 125 miles wide north and south, and is
traversed by two transcontinental lines of railroad, in addi-
tion to other lines of lesser importance. For some years it has
been the custom of the companies operating these various lines of
railroad to import Mexican laborers under contract to perform
the section, track, bridge, and other construction work of a
similar character on these various lines of road. These laborers
are imported under a contract to work for a period of six
months, their transportation being paid, and at the expiration
of the term practically all of them return to Mexico.

The people of my district bear no malice toward the Mexican
people as a race, and no ill will toward these laborers, but they,
do believe that the law which permits this is unwise and unjust
to the laborer domiciled within our State, and that there is an
urgent necessity for the enactment of more stringent legislation
that will prohibit this practice.

These imported laborers own no property within our State.
They pay no taxes there. They decline and refuse to work our
roads; yet hundreds of their children attend our public schools,
and not a few of them are inmates of our jails, our reforma~
tories, penitentiaries, and insane asylums, and all without con«
tributing to the burden of taxation borne by our citizenship.

Practically all of them reside in dilapidated box cars along
the railroad right of way, in houses built there from old ties
set on end and covered over with sod, or, perchance, in a hut
constructed of grain doors and guch odds and ends as they have
been able to gather® They pay no rent, and, being content to
exist on coarse fare and without comforts, they have forced
wages down until they have praectically driven out of the labor
market that humble American who heretofore has been satis-
fied with an employment that permitted him to rear his family
near some convenient church and school and enjoy the comforts
of his toil.

During the campaign of 1910 I was constantly interrogated as
to my attitude on this matter, and I pledged my people then, as
I did at the special election held afterwards, and again in the
campaign of 1912, that if sent as their Representatiye to this
House I would vote for some kind of legislation that would pre-
vent the continuation of this condition; would prehibit the im-
portation of laborers under contract in competition with our
own citizenship and restore the old opportunity for the labor+
ers of our State.

The chairman of this committee, Mr. BurNerr, was kind
enough to grant me a hearing; and after going into the matter
carefully, the following provisions were incorporated in this bill,
reading as follows:

f8ec, 6. That it shall be unlawful for any person, company, partner-
ghip, or corporation, in any manner whatsoever, to prepay the trans-
portation or in" any way to induce, assist, encourage, or solicit, or
attempt to induce, assist, encour or solicit the importation or
migration of any contract laborer or contract laborers into the United
States, unless such contract laborer or contract laborers are exempted
under the provisions of section 8 of this act, or have been imported
with the permission of the Secretary of Labor in accordance with sald
section ; and for every violation of any of the provisions of this section
the person, partners g. company, or corporation violating the same
shall forreft and pay for every such offense the sum of $1,000, which
may be sued for and recovered by the United States as debts of like
amount are now recovered in the courts of the United States; the De-
partment of Justice may from any fines or penalties recelved gay re-
wards to persons other than Government emplniees who may furnish
information leading to the recovery of any suc naltles, or to the
Ferson. as hereinafter in this section
Proevirled. ‘'or every violation of the provisions hereof the person vio-
ating the same may be prosecuted in a criminal action for a inisdes
meanor, and on conviction thereof shall be punished by a fine of §1,000,
or by imprisonment for a term of not less than six months mor more
than two years; and under either the eivil or the criminal procedure
mentioned separate sults or prosecutions may be brought for each aliem
thus offered or promised employment as aforesaid.

BEcC. 6. That it shall be unlawful and be deemed a violation of sec-
tion & of this act to Induce, assist, ancourage, or solicit or attempt to
induce, assist, encourage, or solicit any alien to come into the United
States by promise of employment through advertizements Eﬂntad,‘ pub-
lished, or distributed in any foreign country, whether such promise is
true or false, and either the civil or criminal penalty lmsed by said
section shall be applicable to such a case: Provided, t States or
Territories, the District of Columbia, or places subject to the jurisdic-
tion of the United States may advertise, and by written or oral coms-
munieation with prospective alien settlers make known, the indoce-
ments they offer for immigration thereto, respectively.

Bec. 7. That it shall be unlawful for any person, ussociation, society,
company, partnershia,’ corporation, or others engaged in the business o
transporting aliens or in the United States, inciluding owners, mas-
ters, officers, and agents of vessels, directly or indirectly, by writing,

arrest and nishment of any
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printing, oral representation, payment of any commissions to an alien
coming into the United States, allowance of any rebates to an alien
coming into the United States, or otherwlise to solicit, invite, or en-
courage or attempt to solicit, invite, or encourage any alien to come
into the United States, and anyone violatlng any provision hereof shall
be subject to either the civil or the criminal prosecution prescribed by
section § of this act; or if it shall appear to the satisfaction of the
Secretary of Labor that any owner, master, officer, or agent of a vessel
has brought or caused to be brought to a gxrt of the United States any
alien so solicited, invited, or encouraged come by such owner, mas-
ter, officer, or agent, such owner, master, officer, or agent shall pay to
the collector of customs of the customs district in which the port of
arrival is located or in which any vessel of the line may be found, the
sum of $400 for each and every such violation; and no vessel shall be
ﬁanted clearance pending the determination of the question of the
bility to the payment of such fine, or while the fine Imposed re-

mains nnpald, nor shall such fine be remitted or refunded: Provided,
That clearance may be nf!‘anteﬂ prior to the determination of such
question upon the deposit with the collector of customs of a sum
sufficient to cover such fine : Provided further, That whenever it shall
be shown to the satisfaction of the Beeretary of Labor that the pro-
visions of this section are perslstentlg violated by or on behalf of any
transportation company, it shall be the duty of said Secretary to deny
to such company the privilege of landing alien immigrant sengers of
any or all classes at United States ports for such a per{oﬂ as in his
udgment may be necessary to insure an observance of such provisions :
rovided further, That this section shall not be held to prevent trans-
portation companies from issulng letters, circulars, or advertisements
confined strictly to stating the sailing of their vessels and terms and
facilities of transportation thereln. .

8gc. 8. That any person, including the master, agent, owner, or con-
slgnee of any vessel, who shall bring into or land in the United States,
by vessel or otherwise, or shall attempt, by himself or through another,
to bring into or land In the United Btates, by vessel or otherwise, or
shall conceal or harbor, or attempt to conceal or harbor, or assist or
abet another to conceal or harbor in any place, including any building
yessel, rallway car, conveyance, or vehicle, any alien not duly admit
by an ImmiitT'ant inspector or not lawfully entitied to enter or to reside
within the United States under the terms of this aect, shall be deemed
guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereof shall be punished
y a fine not exceeding t]‘.).OOO or bﬂ:] Imprisonment for a term not ex-
ceeding two years, or by both such e and imprisonment, for each and
gveryh:l}en 80 landed or brought in or attempted to be landed or
roug n.

From the above it will be seen that the present law, which
simply provides a penalty of $1,000 to be _recovered in a civil
action in the name of the Government of the United States, the
guit to be prosecuted at the instance and expense of the inform-
ant who is to receive one-half of the amount of judgment re-
covered, will be changed so that not only will there be a liability
of $1,000 in a civil suit brought by the Government of the United
States but the offense is also declared a misdemeanor and
punishable with a thousand dollars fine and by imprisonment
of not less than six months or more than two years, with sep-
arate suits or prosecution either civil or eriminal for each
alien offered or promised importation,

I believe this legislation will accomplish the desired result:
that it meets the demand of the people of my district and
State; and that in voting for this measure I am obeying the in-
siructions of those whose representative I am.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr, Speaker, I shall vote to pass
this immigration bill over the recent veto of President Wilson.
I voted for this bill when it passed this House during this Con-
gress by a vote of more than two to one. Since that time it
has passed the United States Senate with only seven dissenting
votes. This bill was also vetoed by President Taft, and I voted
in this House to overturn his veto. This House failed by only
four votes to pass the bill over President Taft's veto.

President Wilson, in his veto message, says:

It is with unaffected regret that I find myself constrained by clear con-
vletion to return this bill (H. R. 6060, “An act to regulate the immigration
of allens to and the residence of aliens in the United States ") without
my signature, do I feel it to be a very serious matter to
exercise the power of veto in any case, use it involves oppoﬁinig the
zinile Ju ent of the President to the judgment of a majori{ of
both the uses of the Congress, a step which no man who realizes
his own lability to error can take without great hesitation, but also
because this particular bill is in so many imgurtant respects admirable,
well concelved, and desirable. Its enactment into law would undoubt-
edly enhance the efficlency and improve the methods of handling the
important branch of the public service to which it relates. But candor
and a sense of duty with regard to the resfonsihility so clearly im%osed
upon me by the Constitution in matters of legislation leave me no cholce
but to dissent.

In two particulars of vital consequence this bill embodies a radical
departure from the traditional and long-established licy of this
country, a policy in which our g:op!e have concelved ?J?e very char-
acter of their Government to expressed, the very mission and
spirit of the Nation in respect of its relations to the peoples of the
world outside their borders. It seeks to all but close entirely the

ates of asylum which have always been open to those who could
nd nowhere else the rifht and opportunity of constitutional agita-
tion for what they concelved to be the natural and inalienable rights
of men; and It excludes those to whom the opportunities of ele-
mentary education have been denied, without regard to their char-
acter, their purposes, or their natural capacity.

It clearly appears from this langnage that the President
would admit into this country the ignorant, illiternte, and un-
American horde coming from every country under the sun, and
it is equally as clear to my mind that he is absolutely wrong
in his views on this very important subject.

*This is the third time that a President of the United States
has used his veto prerogative to prevent the literacy test be-
coming part of the immigration laws that have been passed by
both branches of Congress. I am not urging my views on this
on account of a narrow view of the question, but I realize that
the very corner stone and foundation of a republican form of
government such as ours rest upon the intelligence of its citi-
zenship, and we can never expect to maintain a stable form of
government if hordes of illiterates are allowed to come into
this country unrestricted as they have been in recent years.

The conditions that so recently prevailed in West Virginia,
Michigan, and Colorado, which caused such bitter warfare,
would never have existed if it were not for the exploitation of
these illiterate immigrants by those corporations who have
practically made slaves of them. In my opinion those corpora-
tions have usurped the power of free government by taking ad-
vantage of these people and voting them through their bosses
or padrone system. I urge you to pass this bill over the Presi-
dent’s veto, as at this time there are millions of idle men un-
able to procure employment in the United States, and among
them are millions of illiterates who have come to this country
in recent years.

President Wilson further on in his veto message says:

If the people of this country have made up their minds to limit the
number of immigrants by arbltrary tests and so reverse the poliey of
all the generations of Americans that have gone before them, it is their

t to do so, I am their servant and have no license to stand in their
way. But I do not belleve that theri have. I respectfully submit that
no one can quote their mandate to that effect. Has any politieal party
ever avowed a policy of restriction in this fundamenfal matter, gone
to the country on it, and been commissioned to control its legislation?
Does this bill rest upon the conscious and universal assent and desire
of the American people? I doubt it. It is because I doubt it that I
make bold to dissent from it. I am willing to abide by the verdict, but
:og;uig‘la!t ohlf: b:%% L:tei:}dered.i Let the pﬁat&:rims of parties speak out
2 & ﬂmdampenta iy setfleo : tﬁ)emnou?ce eir wish. The matter is

The President is mistaken in asserting, inferentially at least,
that no political party ever has avowed a policy of restriction in
this fundamental matter and gone to the country on it and
been commissioned to control its legislation. The President is
clearly wrong in this contention, as will be shown by the fol-
lowing plank taken from the Republican platform of 1896, and
which is as follows, viz:

FOREIGN IMMIGRATION,

For the protection of the guality of our American citizenship and of
the wafes of our workingmen against the fatal competition of low-
friced abor we demand that the immigration laws he thoroughly en-
orced and so extended as to exclude from entrance to the United Sytntes
those who can neither read nor write.

Mr, Speaker, if my memory serves me aright, Mr. William
McKinley was that year elected President of this United States
on that platform. I remember very well losing my vote that
year in that election, cast by me for William J. Bryan for
President.

Mr. Speaker, the Democratic platform of 1912 also contains
this declaration, namely :

We repeat our declaration of the glatl'orm of 1908,

The expanding organization of industry makes it essential that there
should be no abridgment of the right of the wage earmers and pro-
ducers to organize for the protection of their wa and the improve-
ment of labor conditions, and to the end that such labor organizations
and their members should not be regarded as illegal combinations in
restraint of trade.

Again, in another place in the platform:

We pledge the Democratic Party to the enactment of a law creating
a department of labor rei)resented separately in the President's Cabinet,
in which department shall be included the subject of mines and mining.

Again, Mr. Speaker, I find, as far back as the Democratic
platform of 1892, this language concerning immigration ;

Sec. 12. We heartily approve all leglfimate efforts to prevent the
United States from being used as the domping ground for the known
criminals and professional paupers of Europe.

Reading these Democratic platform pledges in the light of
reason, is not the Democratic Party pledged by them to vote to
exclude from our shores all illiterate immigrants? Their ex-
clusion will be the most legitimate means of preventing unde-
sirable persons from entering our countiry. Mr. Speaker, from
every part of this broad land come petitions, letters, and tele-
grams, from all kinds of labor unions and associations, implor-
ing this House to pass this bill over the President’s veto; and
as an honest Representative, under my oath of office and in
view of the above Democratic platform pledges to the laboring
people of this country, I can not and will not do otherwise than
vote to pass this bill over the President’s veto.

Mr. Speaker, the President assumes by his veto message to
stand between the people of our various districts and ourselves,
and to prevent us from doing a wrong to our own constituents.
I am constrained by my own self-respect and by my intimate
knowledge of the views and conditions of the people of my dis-
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trict to differ with the President, and to positively assert that
I know more of their views and wishes on this or any other
political subject than the President can possibly know; and I
know that I am voicing almost their unanimous wish in voting
to exclude from this country all illiterate immigrants.

Mr. Speaker, ns samples of the many telegrams that I have

been receiving on this subjeet I will submit as part of my re-

marks the following ones, viz.:

WicHrTA FaLrs, TeX., February 3, 1915,
Joux H. STEPHENS,
Member Congress, Washington, D, C.:

Eighteen hundred union men of Wichita Falls urge you to sapport
House immigration bill No. 6060 over President’s veto.
C. W. JoHNSON,
Seerctary Wichita Trades and Labor Council.

AMamiLrLo, TEX., January 30, 1915,
Hon. Joux H. STEPHENS,
Congressman, Washington, D, C.

Dean 8in: Members of Pecos Valley Lodge No. 235, your honor, re-
quest that you support the 1mmégmtlon bill asked by Ameriean Federa-
tion of Labor by your earnest efforts in voting to pass the bill over the
President’s veto.

Yours, respectfully,
W. R. McDowEgLL, President,
J. 8. HavxEs, Becretary.

Mr. Speaker, I will now submit a few of the hundreds of let-
ters I have been receiving on this immigration subject, and they
will tend to show, in my judgment, that our good, wise, and
patriotic President has been deceived into thinking that the
people of this country are not in favor of excluding illiterate
foreigners from our shores.

These letters are as follows, viz.:

GALVESTON LaABOoR COUXCIL,
Galveston, Tex., January 29, 1915,
Dear Sir: I am writing you at the instructions of the Galveston
Labor Council, a body representing 8,200 union men of this city, to
plead with you to support and try and repass House bill 6060, known as
the immigration bill, over the President’s veto.
Hoping you will confer upon us this favor, the same as you have
favored us on previous oceasions, I beg to remain,
Yours, obedlently,
Jas., P, WaLs, Seceretary.

CHICAGO, ILL., January 28, 1915,
To the Honorable Members of the
House of Representatives, Siaty-third Congress.

GENTLEMEN : With deep regret we learn through press tches of
January 28 that the Fresident has vetoed the immigration bill. With
reflerence to that bill, our hg}les now rest with Congress, confronted
with the cold fact of competition with cheap labor of terates coming
from foreign countries, while thousands of our people are suffering
from unemployment. For the welfare of the workin people of this
country—our people, our country—we earnestly urge the enactment of
the immigrati&n bill over the President’s veto.

Respec '
INTERNATIONAL SEAMEN'S UNION OF AMERICA,
T. A. HANSON, Sceretary-Treasurer,

Sr. Louis, Mo., February 1, 1915.
Hon. Joux I. STEPHENS,
Washington, D, O.

DEARr Sir: It becomes our duty as officers of the Railway Emplo
Department of the American Federatlon of Labor, represen y
railway shopmen, to yolce their earnest Erotest against the President's
veto of the immigration bill embodying the literacy test. We earnestly
beseech rdrcmr cooperation and support in the interest of maintaining a
standard living wage for the workers of this conntry to vote for the
B;.ssago of this blll as a safeguard against the invasion of our country

the pauper labor from Europe.

For the protection of the quality of our American citizenship and of
the wages of our workingmen against the fatal competitlon of low-
priced labor, we demand that the immigration laws be rigidly enforced
and so extended as to exclude from entrance to the United States those
whﬁoca[g nﬂlthter read nogat write. s 1 s e

at our earn a receive your su to
end gzag the immigration 1 will be pnsseﬁ in its ogglou form,

we are
Yours, very truly,
RAILWAY EMPLOYEES' DEPARTMENT,
A, 0. WHARTON, President,
JoHN 8corr, Secretary-Treasurer,

NarioNan CouNcit DAUGHTERS OF LIBERTY
160} East Passyunk Avenue, Philadelphia,

Hoxonrep Sin: In the early history of our country immigration was
necessary and desirable and was readily assimilated with our pogul&-
tion. It is now undesirable, because we do not assimulate it and it is
making Its impress on our American life, to its deterioration and in-

ry. It has Increased in such pumbers that it has become a menace

¥y reason of its low qualit,y of illiteracy (73 per centL.y -

“ Ignorance fosters vice.” This Is clel:rlly shown the Imtr&l‘ﬁn-
tion mmissioner’'s report. We are appealing to you for pro on
to the American laborer and to maintain the standards of American
life and morals,

House bill No. 6060 is opposed by every sordid influence, from which
every principle for the benefit and protection of Americans and Ameri-
can institutions have been eliminated and the {lessly shut qut

mere
“FH consideration and sentiment that could beytarmad Amerlean.

e opposition maintains by thelr attitude that the man in a foreign
land is entitled to the first consideration and the American second.
Why should not our own have first consideration?

respectfully urge
| the literacy test, over the veto of

1f P&rtles were true to their Pglatfoms they should be true to their.
constituents. The Democratic Party adopted the following: “ We hold
that the most efficient way of protecting American labor is to prevent
the importation of foreign Eauper labor to compete with it in the home
market.” And the Republican Party, the following: * For the pro-
tection of the quality of our American citizenship and of the wages

of -our workingmen a t the fatal competition of low-priced labor-
et

we demand that the on laws be thoroufhly enforced and so
extended as te exelude from entrance to the United States those who
can neither read nor write.” Protection that has the true ring is that
which protects both the workingman and the manufacturer.

With the hope that we shall find your name recorded in the column
to pass this bill over the I'resident’s veto for the welfare of all
Americans, we are,

Sincerely, yours,

ALBERT L. BRADLEY, National Councilor.
Attest:

W. V. Epgix8, National Secrotary.

Crgar MAEERS' INTERNATIONAL UNION OF AMERICA,
Chicago, HI., January 30, 1515,

| Hon. Joux . STEPHENS

EA
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.
Dear Sme: In behalf of the Cigar Makers' International Union, with
a membership of 50,000, covering all ramifieations of our eountry, I
that you vote to 3;.;: the immigration bill, h:u:ludf.ng'
ident Wilson.
The reasons for this request are many, chief of which are: That

| labor, in so far as it has been able to give free expression to its

i nion, is practically unanimous in its advocacy of the ration
| blIl; that the American Federation of Labor, the supreme ament
and final authority through which labor's expression may be , ot its

Seattle Convention, 1913, pmctjcn.ll{ unanimously deelared in favor
of the immi tion biil; that we hold that a free Dcmocrnciv ean not
sustain its h ideals, justice, liberty, equality, and freedom In a state
beﬂtﬁnfn advaneing ecivilization, without the great mass of its voters
essing average intelligence and wisdom born of knowledge; that
ere is a vast difference between the immigrants now and those of
b0 years ago; that all foreign countries have laws regulating and
controlling th immigration ard emigration, especially emigration,
through a system of passports, '« check-off plan, (ﬂscrettmry author-
ity given to the em%ra n_cownission, and its system of spies and
police surveillance; that under this diseretiopary power it becomes an
eu‘ﬁ matter for each country to keep out the immigrant not wanted and
to hold back the sturdy, desirable citizen who would emigrate, and at
the same time make it easy as well as helpful for the derelict and so-
called nndesirables to emigrate ; that we personally know of cases where
nts now here are more in favor of restricted immigration than
are native-born Americans; that there are even in normal trade con-
ditions and at all times fully 1,000,000 idle men seeking employment
which th can not find, and that during periods of induostrial and
commereial stagnation this army of unemployed is doubled, if not
tripled; that under the planless system of immigration millions of im-
Inhﬁants have landed on our shores with no concept of the respon-
sibility that goes with citizenship here, and because of pressing goverty
are forced into gainful occupations for wages, hours, and conditions,
fr the making of which, because of dire conditions bordering on
starvation, they have no choice or say.

For these and a multiplicity of other reasons, with which I shall not
burden you at this time, we favor the immigration bill including the
Hteracy test. We again urge and ectfully ask that you vote for
the immigration bill now in your hands.

T s G. W. PEREINS
International President.

—

INTERNATIONAL TYPOGRAPHICAL UNION,
ndianapolis, Ind., January 29, 1915.
Hon., Jorx H. BTEPHENS, F

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.

Duar Smr: Representing 65,000 members of the International Typo-
phical Union, I am directed to request that you use your vote and
uence to secure the of immigration bill over the veto of

President Woodrow Wilson.
Yours, truly,
J. W. Haxs
Secretary-Treasurer, I. .U,

U.\'rm? glglam W!’innxisnds 13}? Almmg&a, Yy
ndianapolis, Ind., Janua J.
Hon. Jonx H. STEPHENS, o iy T

N8,
Washington, D. C. Y
My Dear Sm: Our international organization, the United Aline
Workers of America, is much interested in the passage of the Immigra-
tion bill, which provides for a Hterag test.
We ask you therefore to help pass the bill by your vote and influence,
even though the President has seenm fit io weto i It is unnecessary to
submit arguments in support of this measure, because you have no
doubt given the subjeet very tho h consideration.
The 400,000 members of our o zation believe the passage of such
a law is necessary not only for the protection of American eitizens but
the foreign immigrants as well. This is an American measure and we
believe ought to receive the support of yourself and associates In Con-
gress.
Yery truly, yours,
Jonux P, WHITE, President.
WiLLiaym GreeN, Secretary-Treasurer.

Ixpraxaror:s, INp,, January 29, 1913,
Congressman Joux H. STEPHENS, )
Washington, D. C. ?
Desr Bie: Recently President Wilson vetoed the immigration bill
containing the literacy test.
1 am instructed by the general executive board of the Intermational
Brotherhood of Teamsters and Chauffeurs of America to write you re-
a:}ing ou to vote in favor of the passage of this bill over the I'resi-
nt's ve
It means a great deal to the membership of our organization. We
have thousands of men out of employment in every section of the
country. It can not be possible that the President of the United States
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thoroughly understands industrial conditions. The American working-
man is being driven to the wall year after year mainly as a result of
immigrant labor. The children the American workers are filling our
jalls and penal institutions because of the fact that they can not find
anllcmte employment, resulting from the overcrowding of the labor
market.

Employers' assoclations and shipping trusts are selfish in their desire
for unrestricted immigration conditions, use a surplus of labor
means cheaper labor for the emi:m{er and the overflow If Immigrants
to this country means to the Shipping t enormous profits.

Religious organizations that are opposed to the literacy test take the
ﬁosition that unrestricted immigration will enlarge thelr congregations

this country.

The interests of the working masses of the Nation are entirely over-
looked by the above-named interests. We who are In the front fighting
and struggling with the thousands and thousands of workers know the
conditions and we speak from actual contact with the workers and
experience with conditions of life. If conditions continue as they are—
that is, if the hundreds of thousands of workers from foreign countries
are allowed to come into this country each year without any restriction
and especially the ignorant and uneducated class—it will be but a sho
time until the toil men and women of this country will have to
fight for bread that they and their children may live.

Look into conditions New York and Chicago, in 8t. Louis and in
Boston this winter, with 1,000,000 men and women out of employment
gtruggling for something to eat—not the riffraf who never work, but
those who are willing to work and are unable to find erglplorment—and
ask yourself, as a free-born, honest-thinking representative of the
ple. {t you are justified in still continuing unrestricted immiglation.

ur membership of 70,000 English-ngnking American workingmen
ask you to vote for the passage of the immigration bill containing the
literacy test over the President's veto.
Respectfully, yours,
Daxien J. TOBIN,

General President International Brotherhood of
2 Teamsters and Chauffeurs,

Mr. Speaker, in conclusion I desire to submit as a part of my
remarks statistics which show the urgent necessity for the im-
mediate passage of this bill, so as to close and bar the doors
of our country against this vast stream of foreigners now
flowing into our country, making it harder year by year for
our own people to earn a living in the face of so much foreign-
labor competition.

These statistics are as follows:

IMMIGRATION STATISTICS.

A Department of Commerce bulletin just issued shows that there
were 13,515,886 persons of foreign birth living in the United States
in 1910. These figures show an increase of approximately 3,500,000
over the number of foreigners residing here in 1910. The Increasing
ratlo is slightly in excess of th%tgeneul increase in population,
Nap%mimately 10 per cent this foreign-born population live in

2w Yor

Pennsylvania ranks second as a permanent abode of forelgners, with
741,000. The majority of these ple are miners. Illinols has a
forelgn population of 604,000, and Massachusetts has 453,000.

Germans represent more than one-fifth of the entire foreign popula-
tlon. There were 2,501,181 Germans scattered through the country.
The tremendous Ru immigration during the last decade places
the Cgzar's subjects in second place with 1,602,000. Italy was third
with 1,343,000, and Ireland, which formerly led the list, was in fourth
place with 1,333,000.

There were 1,174,000 Austrians in this country and 876,450 English-
men.

e’.['nlm report shows that the American migration to Canada was offset
by more 1,000,000 English and French Canadlans living in this

try.

w%lihlg' foreigners living in this country: From Sweden, 665,183 ;
Hnngarny. 495,000 ; Norway, 403,858 ; Bcotland, 261,084 ; Mexico, 219,-
302 ; enmark, 81,621; Finland, 129,669; Switzerland, 124,834;
Netherlan 120,058 ; France, 117,326; Greece, 101,264; Portugal,
57,625 ; Wales, 82,47!’); Roumania, Bﬁ.QéO: Turkey, 59,702 ; Belgium,
47,307: Cuba and the West Indies, 23,169 ; Spain, 21,977; all other
countries, 59,701.

The number of forel%n-bom males over 21 living in the United
Btates was 6,648,317, f these, 1,084,117 were naturalized, 570,772
had first pea(})ers, ,260,000 were allens, and there were 775,303 citizens
not reported.

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. It is a pleasure to find the
President in a position in which we can give him our support.
His veto of the immigration bill follows the example of his
worthy predecessor in the White House. I shall vote to sustain
him to-day.

No man can outdo me in my zeal for a high standard of
citizenship, nor can anyone go further than I in barring from
this country anarchists and those whose criminal tendencies or
aversion to well-ordered government or those who are so men-
tally or physically defective as to prove a burden or a menace
to our people,

But it has been declared by one of the advocates of this bill
on this floor to-day that an alien can learn an alphabet in a
single night and thus qualify himself for admission. I am
opposed to saddling the Government with an enormous expense
to enforce a bill which can be so easily evaded.

Another gentleman cries out in despair, *“ What are you going
to do with the 4,000,000 idle men in this country?"” In reply
to that I would say: “ Give them a little Republican legislation
and a little less Democratic folly and you will do away with
their idleness and put an end to the bread line.”

There are millions of acres yet to be cultivated in this coun-
try, railroads to be built, tunnels to pierce the mountains, and
new industries to be established in every section.

The time has not come when this Nation ean afford to reverse
its policy of more than a century and bar the worthy immi-
grant merely because he was deprived of educational oppor-
tunities beyond the seas. -

It is a man's charaeter and not his education that determines
his worth as a citizen. A rugged body, an innocent mind, and
a pure heart, combined with a manly ambition, is far more pref-
erable in a citizen to a decrepit physique, a vicious heart, and
a criminal, cunning, educated mind, which enables the anarchist
and the enemy of good government to pass through the gates of
American opportunity while the unfortunate is denied admission.

[Mr. LINTHICUM addressed the House. See Appendix.]

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Speaker, I yield the balance of my
time to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr, FEss], [Applause.]

Mr. FESS. Mr. Speaker, it might be regarded that an
affirmative vote on this measure to-day would be a rebuke to
the President of the United States, That is not true. The
President’s function in legislation is limited to the veto power.
I called the attention of this House once before to the legisla-
tive function of the Executive of the Nation. It is not positive
in character, it is negative. It is not so much to say what the
law shall be as it is to say what it shall not be so far as the
HExecutive is concerned, and therefore when the President
vetoes a measure he is within his rights constitutionally and is
not subject to eriticism of any Member upon the floor of either
House when he has exercised his constitutional right as written
in the Conmstitution., The President has put his veto upon the
ground of two items in the bill. The first is—

It seeks to all but close entirely the tes of asylum which have
always been open-to those who could find nowhere else the ht and
opportunity of constitutional agitation for what they conceived to be

e natural inalienable rights of men.

The clause in the bill that induced the President to make that
statement is in these words:

Who advocate or teach the unlawful destruction of property.

Mr, Speaker, I admit that it is not a pleasant situation for
any Speaker to be reguired to ask for order in the greatest
legislative assembly in the world, and yet it seems that debate
on this floor has reached a place where it is thought that a man
is seeking to be heard and not to convince, and I think it is a
suggestion of a public opinion which emanates from this floor
that is not complimentary to any Member who speaks or to
those who hear., The one thing that would induce me to vote
for this measure, sirange to say, is the language that the
President has asked us not to vote for, for if there is anybody
who ought to be excluded from the shores of this country it is
the person who advocates or teaches the unlawful destruction
of property, and not only that, but who will attack the con-
stitutional institutions of our country.

The other point that the President has allowed to be his
determinant is the educational, or the literacy, test. Speaking
as one who believes in education, a citizen of a Nation that
believes in a compulsory system of education, a citizen of one
of the 48 States of the Union, most of which have compulsory
laws compelling education, I for one will not vote against a
measure that requires the same test of an immigrant who
comes here that we require of the individuals growing up under
laws that compel them to obey certain regulations pertaining
to education. It is not unfair for a nation to put a demand
upon a man who seeks to come to our shores that we put upon
the children who grow to manhood within the nation. It is
inconsistent to take any other position, it seems to me. Then,
on the other hand, while I could understand why Members
of the House who are opposed to a system of protection, as the
Democratic Members, might oppose this limitation of immigra-
tion, yet I can not for the life of me understand how Members
on this (Republican) side of the House, who believe in a system
of American protection, can argue against an immigration bill
on the basis of protection to American labor.

My Republican friends, whether you believe in a system of
protection to Ameriean wages, as has been announced over and
over again in the platforms as we publish to the world, and
whether you do that because you belong to a particular party
promulgating it or not, matters little to me, but it does matter
when men stand upon a platform that pronounces for the pro-
tection of the present system of wages, through a protective
tariff, and then argue for the admission of the laborer who
becomes a competitor of American labor. If it be wrong to
admit goods made by him, then why is it not wrong to admit
him? Cheap goods in competition with our American goods
we refuse, then why allow competition in American Inbor and
thus reduce the wages paid to labor in this country to the
wages paid in the country from which he comesg? [Applause.]
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As a consistent believer in a system of wages that allows
a workingman to have a carpet upon his floor and modern
conveniences in his home, I insist that whether we have a
protective tariff or a revenue tariff, the time is here for this
country to put up protective bars against indiscriminate intro-
duction of European-paid labor to force down American labor
to such a basis.

Mr, KINDEL. Will the gentleman allow me a question?

Mr. FESS. Yes.

Mr. KINDEL. Since you believe in the protection of Ameri-
can labor, why do you permit the goods to be shipped in at a
lesser rate than from interior points to distant western points?
For instance, we of Colorado now buy our pottery in Europe
because the freight rate is less from Europe than it is from
Ohio to the same point.

Mr. FESS. My friend is introducing parcel post, and I am
not up with it sufficiently to make a satisfactory answer. [Laugh-
ter and applause.] I would say this, however, that my con-
tention has been, and is now, to prevent the goods made in
Europe by a cheaper labor coming here to enter into competi-
tion with the sale of the goods made by higher-priced labor, and
that is the only reason why I should stand upon a protective
tariff policy. [Applause.] How can you, believing in that
policy, vote out the goods he makes and vote in the men who
make them and to Introduce this competition? [Applause on
the Republican side.]

Mr. KINDEL. Will the gentleman yield further?

Mr. FESS. If it will not take too much of my time.

Mr., KINDEL. I want to ask you this question: Why do
you concede the point that Lord & Taylor, of New York, must
establish a plant in Europe, as well as in this country, whereby
they supply from Europe to the western part of the United
States at 81 cents for 11-pound parcel-post packages while from
New York to the same points in the West it is $1.32?

Mr. FESS. I would not pass any law in this country to
compel Lord & Taylor, of New York, to go to Europe to manu-
facture an article for which they would pay the cheaper labor
in Europe and then sell it back here free of duty, to come into
competition with their competitor who employs American labor,
which will thereby be reduced to the wages paid by Lord &
Taylor in Europe.

1 was pleased and edified, as every Member of this House was
edified, with the argument of my friend from New Hampshire
[Mr. Stevexs]. I wish every man on either side of this Cham-
ber would be as frank as that gentleman was when he said,
“I have not come to the place where I believe that the Nation
ought to enter upon a policy of limiting immigration.”

Why does not the rest of the opposition take that position?
You talk about objecting to this bill because of the literacy
test or other items. The facts are, you object to it because
you oppose restriction. No matter what be the item, you are
against the limitation of immigration at all, and that is the
issue we now have here to meet. I say to you that the gentle-
man from New Hampshire has taken the only legitimate posi-
tion on that side of the question, namely, that we do not want
to limit or restrict immigration at all

But I say to you that we do want to limit and restrict
immigration; we must meet this issue, and we should do it
now. [Applause.] That is a policy that we must enter upon.
It is no argument to say that the mothers of great sons in the
past never went to school, were illiterate, and therefore you
would erowd out some of the greatest and most useful people
in the world by this literacy test. Yes; it is true. But, in
the beginning, with no common schools and no colleges open
to every boy and girl as to-day, with the doors swinging open
both ways, many people grew up without education and became
splendid citizens. But that was the time when there was no
chance. They had to grow up that way or not grow. People
who years ago never went to school, if they lived now would
not plead for ignorance. Those same people never rode in an
automobile. They may never have seen a carpet on their
floor. They may never have talked over a telephone. They
may never have walked over paved streets. They may not have
known anything about modern eivilization, but because they
did not, do you mean to say that they now would reject them,
or that they should be restricted the same as if they had not
all of these privileges? No. This time demands that the
standards of immigration be restricted in order to get a better
class of immigrants, My ecntention is that vou can not open
the floodgates of Europe, admit indiscriminate citizens from
Bulgaria, Roumania, Servia, and southern Europe, and then
hope that your standard of living among the labor of the
country will not be reduced to the level of those people. Let
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us vote for this measure as a beginning of a national policy
that must be met, if not by this then by a future Congress.
[Applause.]

In this connection I submit a letter from Dr. Jenks, a most
thoughtful student of the question now before us.

THE FAr EASTERN BUREAU, A
New York, February 2, 1915,
Hon, 8. D. Fess,
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.

My Dear Mg, FEsS: Through my membership in the Immigration
Commission and because of the study I have given to it during the four
years covered by the commission’s investigations 1 have come to belleve
that the immigration question is one of the gravest importance to the
future welfare of our country. May 1 ask you, consldering the present
emergency and mg own experiences as an impartial student of this
problem, to take the time to read this letter?

The arguments against the literacy test, which I have lately read,
seem to me to be largely beside the point,

The chief reasons for the imposition of any test of that kind at the
present time are—

(1) The absolute necessity of restriction, in order to maintain Ameri-
can standards of living among our unskilled working people ;

(2) The fact that no other restrictive measure at the present time
coul b

3

ss Congress; and
)p\%'hﬂe the literacy test is restrictive, it is also beneficially selec-

ve.

A vote to defeat the literacy test Is a vote to encourage such public
calamitles as the Lawrence strike. Working conditions in Lawrence
were doubtless sufficiently deplorable to incite the strike. Why did such
conditions exist? On account of the great numbers of immigrants con-
tinually asking for positions at decidedly lower wages than those paid
by emPloyers. Of course, under such conditions, employers have little
incentive to increase wages.

Trustworthy investigators, not only during the trouble at Lawrence
but later, found from to 30 singlé men living in houses that would
accommodate satisfactorily families of not more than 6 or 8 ple.
Often there were 12 men sleegmg on mattresses lald side by Jde on
the aoor of the room in which was their cooking stove and all their
household goods. Here we have excessive immigration turning what
should be hom% {nto mere bunk houses, Insanitary and incentive to the

rossest immorality.

# Shocking cumﬂtli’ﬁns of this sort, proved to be a{eva‘!ent in Lawrence,
are duplicated in very many places throughout the manufacturing and
mining regions of the East ang Middle West. Many of the investigators
and members of the Immigration Commission were opp to restric-
tlon when they began thelr work. They were made unanimous in favor
of restriction use of conditions such as those at Lawrence, brought
about wholly by excessive immigration. Of course, you do not wish to
help perpetuate the transformation of the American home into the bunk
house, with all its loathsome characteristics. Restriction of immigra-
tion can alone protect our communities and our unskilled American
workers against this menace,

You yourself are, of course, consclous of the fact that Congress has
repeatedly voted in favor of this particular measure of restriction,
The country is determined to have restriction. If this bill is defeated
by the President’s veto, such defeat will merely strengthen the demand
for restriection, and the next attempt to crystallize in legislation this
sentiment is likel{ to be one regarding which there can Dbe not the
shadow of a doubt—a percentage test that would reduce immigration
far more decisively than would the literacy test,

The greatest menace comes from the immigration of hundreds of
thousands of men unaccom?an!ul by their families and who, investiga-
tion proved, have no intention to make their permanent home here, but
who come merely for the purpose of earning nest eggs with which to
rejoin their fa es at home and to start anew in their own countries.
These men are attracted solely Iri*‘;. the sordid advantages presented by
American economic standards. ey have no Interest in or sympathy
with our American ideals or institutions. They come deliberately to
underbid American wage earners if necessary to obtaln work, to exist
sometimes 12 or more in a room, and to send all their savings home.
More than 90 per cent of the immigrants from Bulgaria and Greece
and other such countries are males; they are mostly single men or
married men withont their wives or children.

The investigation made by the Immigration Commission revealed
that 20 per cent of the married Bulgarians, 74.7 per cent of the
Greek, and 86.9 per cent of the South Italian immigrants themselves
reported that their wives continued llving in their native countries.
Between 1899 and 1909 the percentage of male immiﬁ:‘ants from Europe
increased from G8.5 to 78 per cent, and since then the rate of increase
seems to have been continuous. That, in itself, is a very serious
prtl:ibdlem. Comparisons with early immigration, you see, are no longer
valid.

The literacy test will exclude primarily men coming from the coun-
tries whence this particularly unsuitable t of immigrant emanates,
According to statisties issued by the United States Census Bureau on
January 26 the percentage of illiteracy in the United States for the
total population over 10 years is 7.7 per cent and for the native white
population 3 per cent. In Bulgaria the illiteracy percentage is re-
ported as 65 per cent; in Greece, 70 per cent; in Italy, 37 per cent;
and in Servia, T9 per cent.

The test is therefore beneficially selective,

This sort of undesirable immigration is dlrecﬂ{ ms%ouslhlc for our
unemployment problem. Three dags ago In New York City, Jeff Davis,
gso-called * king of the hoboes,” declared that the * swarms of such
undesirable immigrants, underbidding American workers, are turning
our unskilled wage earners into hoboes, bums, outcasts, and criminals.”
I do not think there is any doubt but that increase In unemployment
and criminality can be traced directly to excessive undesirable immigra-

ion.

During 1914 there was expended in this country om public-school
education, in round figures, $500,000,000., The primary pm:lg\)ose of this
reat exgandlture was, and is, to obliterate illiteracy. rustworthy
vestigators are convinced that education is the best means of fighting
ﬁsupe sm and erime. Is the object of the expenditure of these mil-
ons to be nullified in fact by retaining the * open door ™ for illiterates
who refuse to availl themselves of opportunities to learn even the rudi-
ments of reading and writing?

On my return from Italy in a steamer carrying Immigrants, the
Italian commissioner of immigration in charge of the Italian Im-
migrants on board that steamer told me he hoped the United States
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would impose the literacy test, because, as he expressed it, * such
restriction. would within three years put a schoolhouse on every hill
in Italy,” and would *'do more to further eral education in Italy
than anything the Itallan Government could itself dput into practice.”

The argument that men ean not learn to read in any country in
Furope, including the Jewish Poles In Russia, {s untrne and unfounded,
as every woell-informed Hebrew knows. Very few male Hebrews would
be excluded by this test; and as you of course know, boys, wives, and
parents—male and female—are not requlrcd to take the test provided
their adult male relatlves can read. here has been gross misrepre-
sentation throughout the countv:iy on this f_Eoml:, as there has been gross
misrepresentation of other provisions of the Burnett bill, :
* You have doubtless seen the published statement that * Lincoln's
mother would not have been admitted Into the United Btates had this
test been in force in her time.” Lincoln learned to read under condi-
tions Frobahly more difficult than those confronted by possibly 95 per
cent of the present European immigrants, And Lincoln's ability to read
wonld have brought his mother in.

1t is frequently stated that this bill “ would have excluded Carl
Schurz and Garibaldi, and have prevented Congress from hesrlr;g
Charles Stewart Parnell's famous plea in behalf of the oppressed Iri
race.,”” These great men would not have been excluded. ey were not
men who either applied or advocated * the overthrow by force or vio-
lence of the Government of the United States or of all forms of law,
or who disbelieve in or are op to organized government, or who
advocate the assassination of public officials, or who advoente or teach
the unlawful destruction of lp:ﬂ:ipe:rtv." The bill specifically provides
that * nothing in this act shall execlude, If otherwise admissible, persons
convieted of an offense, Sgrely political, not involving moral turpitude.”

The bill would exclude such men as the anarchists who were exe-
cutedl in Chicago some years ago; Czolgosz, the assassin of President
McKinley ; and men who are ready wanton'ly to destroy property and
valuable machinery in times of strike, a proceeding not eountenanced
by any repatable trade-union leader. -

I am reminded that Charles Stewart Parnell more than once de-
nounced the very acts and opinions prescribed by clanse 3 of the bill;
that he repudiated in the name of the Irish people association in the
Phoenix Park murders; that the greatest living Irishmen denounce and
deplore ination and want destruction 13 political weapons; and
that the greatest Irishman of modern times, Daniel O'Connell, declared
that *the walvation of Ireland Is not worth the shedding of a single
drop of human blood.”

I trust that the serious consideration of the real welfare of the
American people, as manifested by the standards of living of their

oorer classes, will easily outwel any of the merely sentimental ob-
?ectlous. lnrgolg hypothetical and unsound, that have been raised in
opposition to the lteracy test; and that you will further note the very
nomerons ** admirable, well-conceived, and desirable ™ important parts
of the bill mentioned by the P'resident, which, as he says, if “ enacted
into law ™ would * undoubtedly enhance efficiency and improve the
methods of handling the important branch of public service to which
it relates.,” Those most familinr with the administration of our im-
migration laws would Bmhahly lay even more emphasis upon these pro-
visions than does the I’resident.

Very sincerely,

J. W. JESKS.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.
Mr. BURNETT. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
Texas [Mr. SLAYDEX].

[Mr. SLAYDEN addressed the House. See Appendix.]

Mr. BURNETT. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
Colorado [Mr. SELDOMRIDGE].

Mr. SELDOMRIDGE. Mr. Speaker, I shall vote to pass
thig bill over the veto of the President. When it passed the
House last year I gave it my support, and I see no reason why

it should not still become a law. I heartily join in every word"

of praise that has been accorded to our American citizens of
foreign birth. There is evidence on every side to establish the
fact that our Government and institutions have the power to
remold and recast the lives and character of people from every
civilized nation. We are therefore justified in the belief that
the principles upon which our Government is founded and which
should control its administration affect the fundamental ele-
ments of human character.

The record of achlevement which has been made in the
assimilation of immigrant peoples into our American life well
challenges the admiration of the world. Every door of oppor-
tunity has been kept wide open to the foreigner who has
sought our shores. He and his have been accorded every ad-
vantage given to those of our own Nation. While the immigrant
has 1aid upon us many obligations, he has been given many
privileges.

Those who oppose this legislation assert that they are con-
trolled in their judgment by humanitarian motives. It is stated
that we are closing the doors of opportunity to the deserving
people of other nations; that we are darkening the sky of hope
to the distressed and downtrodden of other countries; that we
are refusing to extend a helping hand to those who are seeking
our aid. We can not divorce the principles of humanity and
justice in considering this legislation. We must deal justly with
our own people and our own interests as well as with the desire
of those who may seek our shores. We should act upon this
question in the light of present-day conditions. Is restriction of
immigration desirable? Will it relieve an overburdened labor
market? Will it improve the living conditions of the toilers
who are now among us and who must remain citizens of this
country? Will it in any way reduce the burden of taxation and

bt
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build up Ameriean institutions? I believe this legislation wllf

contribute to these ends. -

The European war has arrested business operations in th
country. How soon these operations will become normal no one
can say. For the past six months there has been a great con-
gestion in our large centers of population of those out of em-
ployment, and yet it is proposed to make no effort to stem the
tide of foreign immigration that will undoubtedly seek our
shores as soon as the war now raging is brought to an end. The
opponents of the bill claim that there will be so much activity
in the resumption of manufacturing, in the building up of dev-
astated cities, and also in the development of agriculture, that
there will be little, if any, immigration to this country. I do not
share this belief. Our great country which has enjoyed the
blessings of peace will prove more attractive than ever to the
residents of other lands.

The impetus to seek new environment and to cast their for-
tunes in this favored land will be stronger than ever. Those
who have been driven from their homes and who have seen their
fields laid waste will dread the task of rebullding new homes
upon the ruins of the old and amid the devastation that has
occurred. Just as we seek new environment when old associa-
tions become burdensome arnd unattractive, so will many thou-
sands of those who may be left after the war has ended seek
our favored land to repair their shattered fortunes. This bill
is not harsh in its terms. Our doors would still be wide open
to those who possess even the minimum of intelligence and who
thereby indicate to some degree the existence of mental activity.
The great need of our couniry to-day is for a more intelligent
and patriotic citizenship. We do well to support and maintain
our great institutions of learning and to accord every possible
support to our great public-school system and to require that
every American child shall be an educated child. If we ever
lose any of our national ideals or our governmental power shall
in any way become weakened, it will be due to our failure to
enforce these obligations, This bill recognizes this fundamental
element of our national character in requiring the immigrant
to pass what is known as the literacy test. I am surprised
that this provision of the bill has aroused such bitter opposi-
tion and do not understand why it should not receive the sup-
port of every loyal American. I can well understand why the
great industrial corporations are opposed to this measure. They,
have recruited their ranks of workers from the immigrant class.
It has been a most profitable source of supply. Men who lack
intelligence and power to acquire knowledge of American inde-
pendence and opportunity become ready victims to corporate
greed and avarice. Conditions in mine, mill, and large manu-
facturing centers where our foreign population has largely
gathered prove conclusively that many of the great trusts of
the country have been built up by the exacting toll which they,
have levied upon foreign and ignorant workingmen. A bet-
ter day is near at hand. Our soclety demands that human be-
ings shall no longer be exploited for private gain. There will
always be dangerous and unhealthy employment, but publie
sentiment, as expressed through legislation, will require that
these shall be reduced to the lowest possible minimum. We
have much to do along this line, and these problems and many,
others relating to them should be worked out under the most
favorable conditions.

It will be the part of wisdom for us to settle and determine
many problems arising from the large foreign population we now
have without intensifying them and adding to their complica-
tions through a continuance of an increasing tide of immigra-
tion. The congestion of laborers in our cities should be relieved
by some proper system of distribution. Agrieultural life should
be made attractive to the foreigner. There are vast areas of
publie domain that should be settled and developed. When we
have found the remedy for these conditions and when we have
put into operation proper means of assimilation and distribu-
tion, we can then open the flood gates and allow the stream of
foreign immigration to flow in. Would it not be well, in view
of these facts, to work out the necessary remedies? These can
and will be found. The problem is worthy the best endeavor
of our statesmen and leaders of public thought. The flow of
immigration should be temporarily reduced until we are better
prepared to take care of those who will come to us. This
legislation can be justified, in my opinion, on the highest hu-
manitarian grounds. We are doing little for the immigrant
to permit him to come to us and lose himself in the congested
tenement population of the city., If we ecan discover some
adequate way through which we can immediately avail our-
selves of his productive power, we will be doing him the high-
est service, and he will become a most valuable asset. He has
been such an asset in the past, but there is fear that he is
becoming a liability. It will be best both for him and us to
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allow some period of readjustment that will enable us to solve
some of the problems which have arisen from unrestricted
immigration and permit us to properly care for the foreigners
who are now here and those who will undoubtedly be able to
come by meeting the conditions of the bill now pending. In
supporting this measure, I believe I am doing a service not
only to the citizens of my country but also to those who will
seek a home under the protection of its flag.

Mr. BURNETT. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
Maryland [Mr. Prick].

Mr. PRICE. Mr. Speaker, it is with regret that I feel com-
pelled to cast my vote to make this bill a law notwithstanding
the President’s veto, but I take it that a Representative, in the
exercise of his prerogatives, may sometimes find it his duty to
differ with the Executive, and may do so without disrespect or
criticism. However much any of us may differ with the views
of the present occupant of that great office, none will say that
he has acted other than what, in his opinion, is for the best
interests of his country. During his entire occupancy of that
exalted position he has been so uniformly right that it makes
it all the more difficult for us, especially his party associates,
to be compelled to differ with him now. The President, in the
exercise of his constitutional right, has seen fit to disapprove
this measure, which a large majority of this Congress, as well
as several preceding Congresses, has approved, and has returned
the bill to this House, giving his reasons for withholding his
approval. If the reasons thus given are not convincing, and
we believe in the principles embodied in this bill, and believe
the best interests of the country require its passage, we should
not, in my opinion, shirk the responsibility as Representatives
of the American people. !

For many years I have believed some further restrictions
should be made in our immigration laws, and as the years have
passed and I have observed the operation of our laws on this
question, I have become more and more convinced of the wis-
dom of such legislation as this bill proposes.

It must be apparent to all those who are informed on this
question that we have outgrown, as it were, the present laws
on immigration. It has been argued here that we have greatly
prospered under our present law, and that we should not there-
fore depart from the old principles of the open door and let our
country remain the asylum for the oppressed of all nations.
This theory sounds well, Mr. Speaker, but things have changed.
We are no longer a sparsely settled wilderness. We are no
longer an undeveloped country comparatively. We no longer
have a hundred jobs for one man to do, as in the early days of
this Republic. We have passed the formative stages, the ex-
perimental stages, if you please, and by our brain and industry,
coupled with patriotism, we have transformed this vast unde-
veloped wilderness into a great, living, vital, throbbing world
power.

In those early days we could afford to be more liberal and less
diseriminating than we can now, because conditions are differ-
ent now. We could better afford to take the chance of making
good American citizens of those who came to our shores, because
we needed people. We needed laborers. We needed everything
that goes into the making of a great nation. It may also be
noted that in the early days the people who came to cast their
lot with us spread out over the rural portions of our country,
and did not to the same extent as now flood and congest our
cities, because we had no large cities as now. It must be ad-
mitted that our forefathers, in the main, made desirable eciti-
zens, and many who were illiterate contributed to the better-
ment of the Nation; but that does not prove that because of
their ignorance they were as useful as if they lhad not been
illiterate.

1 am perfectly willing to admit that literacy is not a true
test of character, but I am not willing to admit that it is desir-
able to have it in unlimited quantities. It is argued that as
we have done so well as a Nation we should not change our
policy in this respect; that is to argue that the laws governing
trade and commerce should not be changed to conform to growth
and changed conditions. It is to argue that trusts and monop-
olies should not be regulated because the country <vas pros-
perous under laws that made possible their existence. In faect,
it is to admit that we must stand still and that we have not the
wisdom to legislate for changed conditions.

It is almost equal to the admission that popular government
is impotent and ineffectual. We may not be fully grown as a
Nation; in faet, I believe we have undreamed of possibilities
ahead of us, if we exercise that prudence and wisdom which
have characterized us in the past and have the courage to meet
such questions as this in a spirit of patriotism and not permit
ourselves to become mere sentimentalists.

From a handful of colonists we have grown into a great
Nation of nearly a hundred million of souls; a people filled
with love of liberty and patriotism; and yet it is contended that
we should keep the bars down to everybody who desires to be-
come experimental American citizens, at a time, too, when there
is a large alien element who have not been assimilated, and also
at a time in our history when our progress commercially has
been arrested by a great war.

When many of our own people are temporarily out of employ-
ment, it does seem to me that the opponents of this measure
would stop and consider whether they owe most to the already
American citizen or to the prospective American citizen that a
mere sentiment would ingraft on our body politic. Do yon
not realize that many of our citizens are out of employment,
due to abnormal world conditions? Do you not know that even
in normal times there is always a large percentage of American
citizens seeking employment? Do you not know that there are
more people in the country now than can find work to support
themselves and families? I do not mean that everybody is out
of work, as is reported for political effect, and that it is due
to the Democratic Party; but I do mean to say, gentlemen, that
our immigration laws are so lax that we have permitted more
people to come in than we have been able to assimilate prop-
erly, with the result that the labor market is overstocked and
we have a great mass of undigested labor on our hands. This
being the case, let me ask you which is the higher duty—to
protect American labor from further congestion or, because
of sentiment, refuse to restrict immigration? In other words,
are we for American citizens and American labor or will we
legislate for foreigners instead?

I would not want to utter one word that would foster selfish-
ness on our part as a Nation, nor say a word of disparagement
of the citizens of other countries, but I do say that our first
and chief duty as representatives of this great people is to
legislate for America and Americans. Then, when we have
done what is for their best good, do all we can to help all other
peoples in the world.

I do not believe it can be successfully shown that it is con-
ducive to our best interests as a Nation to continue this whole-
sale, indiscriminate policy of immigration. If we do, it means
that all this imported ignorance must be educated at our
expense. It means that our own American labor must be fur-
ther hampered by cheap labor. It means that the now splendid
standard of living by American labor must be lowered. It
means that our great farming interests must come into increas-
ing competition with this vast horde cf aliens that will con-
tinually pour into this country every year. It means an
increase in crime; an increase in pauperism; an increase in
insanity. The percentage of insanity among foreigners is
greater than among American born.

Government statistics show that of the total number of in-
mates of insane asylums on January 1, 1910, 28.8 per cent were
white, of foreign birth, while of the total population of the
United States on the same date only 14.5 per cent were white,
foreign born.

Two years ago I had occasion in an official capacity in my
State to visit many of the insane institutions in other States of
the Union, and I recall that the superintendent of one of the
New York institutions at Ward Island stated that 75 per cent
of the 5,000 inmates were foreign born.

As a Nation we have wards enough of our own without im-
porting any. It is generally admifted that when the present
European war is over—which I pray may be soon—that emi-
gration will be greatly stimnlated. The people who are left,
many of them, will want to get away from devastation and strife,
especially the element that are devoid of patriotism, the shift-
less, and the anarchist; and where else would he wend his way
but to America, the land of peace and of liberty? But some will
say. “ Shall we be so heartless as to deny him the privilege?
Shall we refuse asylum to him?"” I say yes. If we do not need
him, would it not be a kindness to say to those people, *“ We are
already overstocked with cheap labor. We can not assume the
burden of educating you and providing you employment. We
have passed the point in our history when we can do a good
part by you. We can not take youn all. We have 100,000,000 of
our own citizens whose interest and happiness are paramount.
We can only assimilate a part, and we have decided that it is
to our interest to take the intelligent part. You remain where
you are and help to rehabilitate your own nation, and work
there in your own land in the interest of constitutional govern-
ment.”

By adopting such an attitude we will be doing what is best for
them as well as ourselves, We have a tremendous responsibility
as a Nation. We are almost the only great nation at peace with
all the world. When this present war is over we will stand out
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among the nations of the world as never before. We will be
looked up to as never before. The peoples of the world will ask
themselves, Whence the greatness of this great nation of peace?
Why has America remained tranquil and at peace when all
other nations were clamoring for blood?

The people of these unfortunate countries will begin to inquire
the cause, and gradually will begin to realize that it is because
we are a Government by and for the people. That we rely upon
right and justice as between men; that we will not tolerate
oppression; that our defense rests not with the sword, but we
are secure because of the patriotism in the hearts of our people.

Getting such a conception of us will stimulate the people of
all nations to follow our example. A love of freedom and con-
stitutional liberty will spring up in their hearts and eventually
put an end to the ruling of kings and potentates the world
over. The example we are setting the world will perhaps
eventually result in the universal rule of the people.

What a destiny and what an example, and what a tremendous
responsibility is ours. How jealously we should guard the
sources from which spring our power—citizenship itself, Our
greatness as a Nation will continually be measured by the gual-
ity of our citizenship, and it is a matter of the gravest concern
that our eitizenship, which is the source of power, be kept free
from contamination. It is the highest function of government
to raise the standard of citizenship and see that the average
is never lowered.

In what better way, let me inquire, can this be done than by
the restriction of ignorance and superstition in our immigration
laws? It is estimated that the American people are expending
something like $1,000,000,000 annually for education and the
eradication of ignorance and the growth of high ideals; and yet
in the face of this stupendous effort many men stand here and
plead with Congress to add more ignorance to the sum total of
national illiteracy. The chief thought in all our eduecation is the
instilling of love and respect for our American institutions.
It is a well-known fact that very many of the immigrants who
yearly come to our couniry come primarily because of the desire
to accumulate wealth and not because of a desire to become a
part of us. It is a question of take all and give nothing in re-
turn. This is evidenced by the fact that thousands of aliens do
not take the trouble to fit themselves for American citizens after
they get here, and thousands in our large cities have never fitted
themselves to exercise the highest privilege of an American citi-
zen—that of casting a ballot and participation in government.
Many such as these will be eliminated if this bill becomes a
law, and they should be eliminated.

It is contended in some quarters that a question so far-reach-
ing and involving such a radical departure from our time-
worn policies should not be disposed of without first being made
a party declaration and then passed on by the American people.
While this may not have been done exactly, it has been made
the subject of party declaration in general terms time and time
again and for many years back. As far back as 1896 the Demo-
cratic national convention platform made the following declara-
tion:

We hold that the most efficient way to protect American labor is to

revent the importation of foreign pauper labor to ecompete with it in

e home market.

In that same year—that is, in 1896—the Republican national
convention platform contained the following declaration:

For the protection of the quality of our American citizenship and
of the wages of onr workingmen against the fatal competition of low-

riced labor we demand that the immigration laws be umro%hlsy en-

‘orced and go extended as to exclude from entranee to the Unit tates
those who can neither read nor write. .

And, as you know, the candidates for President and Vice
President of the United States nominated upon the platform
containing this declaration were elected.

1 believe this bill represents the desire and will of the great
body of Americans without regard to party. As early as 1896
thig legislation has been before Congress and before the coun-
try, having been passed by one or both branches of Congress at
intervals since that time. In addition it has been vetoed by the
President of the United States three times, including the pres-
ent veto, and has barely escaped passage over two previous
vetoes.

In view of all thic I do not think it can be successfully con-
tended that this is new legislation or that it has not received
the indorsement of the American people. Admit for the sake
of argument that the policy should not be changed permanently,
but that we should maintain our century-old policy of the open
door to those who would find asylum here; admit that we
should still continue to educate foreign ignorance; that we
should continue the importation of cheap labor to compete with
our own American labor; that we should continue to legislate
in the interest of selfish employers’ associations and the Ship-

ping Trust, enabling them to pile up enormous profits at the
expense of and to the detriment of American labor and the
American farmer; admit even for the sake of argument that the
appeal of every labor organization in America be ignored; ad-
mit that we should give no heed to the appeal made by 3,000,000
of the tillers of the goil of the Nation; yet we would be justified
in passing this bill as an emergency measure on account of the
European war. This Congress has been called upon to meet
many grave questions growing out of this war.

When our revenues fell off on account of war we promptly
passed an emergency tax bill to make good these deficiencies.
We are proposing a ship-purchase bill, not because the Govern-
ment wants to engage in shipping, but in order to move our
commerce across the seas and because there seems to be mo
other means to do it.

For the same reason, if for no other, this bill should be en-
acted into law, so that our couniry may be protected immedi-
ately after the war and until world conditions again become
normal,

But this should not be treated as an emergency measure, but
passed for broader reasons, namely, 2 order that our policy
should be permanently modified. I therefore appeal to this
House of Representatives of the American people to consider
the best interests of your own countrymen. I appeal to you in
the name of the great agricultural interests of the Nation. I
appeal to you in the name of American labor from one end of
this great country to the other. I appeal to you in the name
and for the sake of American institutionc that cost the precious
blood of many of our ancestors to establish. I appeal to you
to protect American citizenzhip, the American home, and the
Amerlcan boy by casting your vote to make this bill a law of
the land. [Applause.]

Mr. BURNETT. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UspeErwoob]. [Applause].

Mr, UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I intend to support this
bill, notwithstanding the President’s veto.

For 20 years I have supported this legislation. My constitu-
ency knows my position. They have returned me to Congress
knowing my position, and therefore I take it for granted
that a majority of my constituency favor this legislation.
Nearly two-thirds of this House voted for this legislation four
years ago. The constituencies represented by this House knew
the position of their Representatives.

After four years the issue comes again, and we find that when
the bill is before the House more than two-thirds of the Repre-
sentatives of those constituencies vote in favor of the legisla-
tion.

I believe that the Representatives upon this floor always en-
deavor to voice the sentiments of their constituencies on which-
ever side they cast their vote. But when you find that after
the issue has been presented, the American people understand-
ing the issue, two-thirds of this House reflect that sentiment in
legislation, I say it is idle to contend that it requires the pro-
nouncement of a great party in convention assembled to deter-
mine the sentiment of the American people. [Applause.]

The reason of my support of this legislation is the very rea-
son for which the President says he vetoes the bill. He says
the object of such a provision—referring to the literacy test—
is restrictive and not selective. There is not a man in this
House who is not in favor of selective restriction and who has
not always been in favor of it. There is not a man in the
country who has not been in favor of selective restriction. But
that is not the purpose of the bill. It did not go before the
American people with that purpose. It went before the Ameri-
can people with the avowed purpose of restriction of foreign
immigration into this country. And why? Not because we
have not benefited in the past by liberal admission of immigra-
tion into the United States, but because our conditions have
changed.

Now, the real question that confronts this House to-day is
the question whether or not, acting on your responsibility, you
will sustain the verdict that you rendered in favor of this bill
but a few weeks ago. The real guestion that confronts you is
the question whether or not you stand first for the American
standard of life, the American standard of living, and the
American standard of wage. [Applause.]

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Alabama
has expired. X

Mr. BURNETT. Mr. Speaker, we have only one other
speaker. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore]
desire to conclude now?

Mr. MOORE. Yes.

The SPRAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr,
Moorg] is recognized.
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Mr. MOORE. Mr. Speaker, in Philadelphia, back in 1776,
the Declaration of Independence, drafted by Thomas J
was first made public. The colonists who resisted King George
and the burdensome legislation that was coming from the other
side of the water declared through the patron saint of Democ-
racy and the other patriots of those days that the King had
“ endeavored to prevent the population of these States; for that
purpose obstructing the laws for naturalization of foreigners;
refusing to pass others to encourage their migration hither; and
raising the conditions of new appropriations of land.”

That is the real basis of all immigration to the United States
from the period of our independence down to the present time.
We desired immigrants from foreign countries. We desired the
brain and the brawn of the men who could populate this great
land of ours. We had to send abroad in the days of George
Washington for farmers to till our soil. We were short on
industries and were obliged to gather up from other countries
men who could work in the mills of those days. We were de-
pendent upon this kind of immigration; and as we have grown
in industries and in wealth we have been more and more de-
pendent upon it. It has come to us because we have grown
faster, almost, than it could serve uns.

The President of the United States, in the message vetoing
this bill on Thursday last, indicated that to pass a bill thus
restricting immigration to the United States would be to re-
verse the policy of all the generations of Americans that had
gone before. That is to say, it would reverse the policy of the
Declaration of Independence.

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Garpxer], one of
the militant restrictionists upon this side of the House, has in-
dicated the purpose of those who favor this bill to be restrie-
tion—restriction absolute—and my distinguished colleague from
Ohio [Mr. FEss] a moment ago took the same ground. I am
not surprised that one who has been as forceful in all his cam-
paigns as the gentleman from Massachusetts should take so
positive a stand upon this question, but I am almost brought
to doubt the attitude of the gentleman from Ohio, for his kind-
heartedness is characteristic.

The difficulty with these gentlemen, and with others who
have advocated the passage of this bill over the President’s
veto, is that they fail to distinguish between an economic ques-
tion and a question of humanity. If he were standing on a
pler at any one of .he ports where the incoming ships bring
these unfortunate people of other lands to look forward with
hope and expectation to better lives than they have ever en-
joyed, I can not conceive that the distinguished and learned
doctor from Ohio would then have the heart to say, as he now
seems to say: “ Turn them back; turn them back.”

But the gentleman goes further and criticizes those advo-
cating protection who fail to urge the passage of this bill over
the President’s veto. In this the gentleman again fails to dis-
tinguish between the economic and the human side of this
question.

‘Why, Mr. Speaker, it has been declared over and over again
upon this floor that immigration has not reduced the wages of
the laboring men in the United States. It has been stated
time and time again, and is capable of proof, that during the
last half century, in which we have received the greatest immi-
gration, wages have steadily gone higher, and higher, and
higher, until they are at the very apex of the wage scale of all
the countries of the world. No one disputes that. It has been
demonstrated further, and can be proven, that as wages have
ascended regularly, in spite of all immigration, the hours of
labor steadily have gone lower, and lower, and lower, until the
laboring man to-day gives less in time to his employer than
he ever did before in the history of the world.

But the gentleman from Ohio and others have indicated that
the man who advocates protection is inconsistent in opening the
door of hope to those who have asked for the right that was
given to his forefathers and to mine—the right to come to this
country from lands of oppression, lands where prejudice pre-
vailed against them, so that they might acquire the opportunity
of worshiping God according to the dictates of their own con-
sciences and enjoy the blessings that all of us seemed to have
eﬁiioye{} in this great and bountiful country of ours. [Ap-
plause.

Would the gentleman from Ohio, would any Republican,
prefer that we should take the goods made by the Singer sew-
ing machine employees in Scotland, where they work for $6 or
$8 a week, and bring them into this country to compete with
the sewing machines made in Connecticut, where the wages
are twice as high and more? Does the gentleman from Ohio
prefer that we admit these foreign goods, made by cheap for-
eign labor in this way, or would he prefer, when our industries
are crying for help—they are not crying very loud in these

Democratic times, but when they are crying for help—would
he prefer to have the men themselves come into this country
to make machines here at the American wage, to be sold both
here and on the other side at the American price?

Mr, FESS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MOORE. Yes; I yield.

Mr, FESS. The gentleman asks me whether I would be
willing to let the product of the Singer sewing machine factory
in Scotland, with the——

Mr., MOORB. Yes; foreign made, at foreign-labor prices,
come info this country. That is what I asked the gentleman.

Mr. FESS. I would not.

Mr. MOORE. Of course you would not. You are a protec-
tionist, as I am.

Mr. FESS. And I would not let the labor employed over
there come into this country in competition with the labor em-
ployed here, either.

Mr, MOORE. If, after it got here, it obtained the American
wage, I think you would.

Mr, FESS. No; I would not.

Mr., MOORE. I think I can demonstrate that when foreign
labor which is skilled comes into this country, it no longer
works at the foreign price. Give the labor unions some credit
for that. They aid in bringing these foreign laborers up to
the American standard. Let them continue their work not
solely for the purpose of keeping their competitors out of the
country, but for the purpose of keeping up wages in the
United States; and if they have not done that in this era of
high wages, then the labor unions themselves and the pro-
tective tariff law of the Republican Party both have been dead
failures; and I do not think they have.

m;!r. GARDNER. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt
?

Mr. MOORE. Yes.

Mr. GARDNER.
consent.

Mr. MOORE. T yield to the gentleman.

*Mr. GARDNER. What did the gentleman mean when he
said I was an absolute restrictionist?

Mr. MOORE. The gentleman stated that yesterday on the
floor. In the speech in which he led off this debate he declared
for complete restriction. z

Mr. GARDNER. What do you mean by that? I did not say
anything of the kind.

Mr. MOORE. Shutting the door of hope forever to any labor-
ing man in Europe who wants to come to this side of the water.

Mr. GARDNER. I did not say anything of the sort.

Mr. MOORE. I understood the gentleman to define the policy
of the restrictionists, and I also understood him in one of his
questions to-day to take issue with the President of the United
States, who indicated that the voice of the people had not yet
been heard on this subject. AmIin error as to that? If I am,
I send to the Clerk’s desk this extract from the Springfield Re-
publican, published in the gentleman’s own State, wkich throws
some light upon the subject.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

LITERACY AND POLITICE.

In chmgﬁglu: the majorities In Congress that placed the literacy test
in the im tion bill to make this issue one of the Party platform

lanks in 1916 President Wilson ralses a point that will not be met.

o party would care to go before the people as the advocate of a policy
t.ha.g if adopted earller, would have seriously retarded the settlement
of the United States and kept out some of its best people. The literacy
test is not a question upon which either Republicans or Democrats are
likely to take a stand, and, in view of the strong opposition to it from
those who have studied the matter most carefully, it is surprising that
it has been able to muster such strength in Congress.

Mr. MOORE. I think the Clerk is reading the part that I
crossed out and not the part that I intended to have him read.
I ask the Clerk to read the part that is not scratched out.

Mr. LANGLEY. Let it all go into the ReEcogp,

Mr. MOORE. I will put it all in, but I do not wish to use
up my time in having all of it read. The part not crossed out
is the part I want the Clerk to read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Every party politiclan outside of the South would oppose desperately
a lteracy test plank in his national pa latform If he had tge least
ho of having his ticket carry pivota tates like New York and
Illinols. Massachusetts politiclans have not forgotten so soon Con-
Fres&man AUcUSTUS GARDNER'S frightful finsco with his immigration
ssue in running for vernor in 1913. Few candidates for office in
New England or the Central Eastern States or the Middle West would
care to face the large number of naturalized voters with a plank de-
manding that no immigrant should be admitted unless he could read a
book, or even the headlines of Mr. Hearst's newspapers. No party will
accept the President’s challenge and make his veto an issue in 1916.

[Laughter.]

I would not interrupt him without his
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Mr. MOORE. Now, Mr. Speaker, I will gladly yield a minute
to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GarpNer], if he de-
sires to respond to the Springfield Republican. It may be in
order for him to say whether his venture into the field of popu-
lar opinion on the subject of restricting immigration was a
success,

Mr. GARDNER. The gentleman from Washington [Mr. La
Forrerre] wishes to speak for a minute. Will the gentleman
yield that time to him?

Mr. MOORE. Oh, certainly not. I love the gentleman from
Washington [Mr., La Forrerte], as I do all Members of the
House, but I wanted the gentleman from Massachusetts to say
whether, in his differences with President Wilson, he came out
best.

Mr. GARDNER. As between President Wilson and the Spring-
field Republican I would very much favor the opinion of Presi-
dent Wilson. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

Mr. MOORHE. The gentleman made a gallant and brave fight
for governor of Massachusetts on the immigration issue. Did
the gentleman win?

Mr. GARDNER. Most unfortunately I was the worst-beaten
man who ever ran for governor of Massachusetts on the Republi-
can ticket. [Laughter.]

Mr. MOORE. I knew the gentleman from Massachusetts
would be square enough to acknowledge it.

Mr. GARDNER. Oh, I will acknowledge it, because the fig-
ures acknowledge it if I would not; but I do not think that had
much to do with the issue—possibly it had something to do
with the issue, for it takes some time to get the people edu-
cated up to the necessity of restricting immigration.

Mr., MOORE. Although the gentleman has been laboring for
more than eight years to pass this bill, and it has been one of
the vital issues with him, he did not succeed in that time, even
in educated Massachusetts, for apparently the people there did
not support him.

Mr. GARDNER. But in my own district, where I have been
trying to educate them somewhat, I seem to have managed to
fool them to the extent of 12,000 majority this last time. [Ap-
plause on the Republican side.]

Mr. MOORE. When the gentleman admits that he fooled the
people of Iowa, he surely places himself in the presidential
class,

Mr, GARDNER. Yes; if T could fool the people of Iowa I
would be; but the gentleman misunderstood me. I said I had
been educating the people of “ my own ” district, not an * Iowa ”
distriet,

Mr. MOORE. Then the gentleman evidently “ put one over,”
as the President did at Indianapolis; but I am afraid he will
not succeed in “ putting one over " now.

Mr. Speaker, how much time have I remaining?

The SPEAKER. The gentleman had 31 minutes,
used 14, and that leaves 17 minutes.

Mr. MOORE. Let us see where the opposition to this bill
springs from. Patriotic societies? Yes. Many of them want
this bill passed, because those who for a long time have been
active in those societies desire to show results. I do not blame
any man who is the organizer of a patriotic society for keeping
up this agitation. I have been on the Immigration and Natural-
ization Committee for eight years. 1 had no desire to go on
that committee; but I have found during the whole of that time
that the organizers of the patriotic socleties have been on the
job. Sometimes I question whether we ought to pass this bill,
for fear we might put them off their jobs, and they would have
little else to do. In saying that I have as high a regard for
them as anybody. This, I believe, is the apologetic stage, when
we ought to explain ourselves to folks, so that we may lay the
foundation for our votes, and yet it seems to exercise our judg-
ment as legislators whether we please or displease our friends
the organizers, or whether we find the galleries applauding the
sentiments we express or not.

Now, amongst the many communications that have come from
the patriotic orders I find one that purports to have been sent
by the National Council of the Daughters of Liberty. This
is an interesting document, because it guotes political condi-
tions and the provisions of platforms. It is quite a learned
and informing production. What is most interesting about it,
however, is the fact that in the largest type on the outside of
the envelope under the title of the National Council of the
Daughters of Liberty is this cheerful inscription: * Liberal pay
to organizers.” Yes; liberal pay to organizers, and I have no
objection to organizers being liberally paid for legitimate work
in agitating this or any other subject. I understand, however,
that the Liberal Immigration League, about which I know

He has

little, has been very severely criticized by the proponents of
this bill for attempting to collect a fund from somebody to con-
duct an organization to prove to Congress the other side of the
case, So that if this be reprehensible with respect to the
Liberal Immigration League or any other body opposing the
measure, it is fair to raise the question as to labor bodies and
patriotic orders. And as to this, what may we say of the
American Federation of Labor, the great central body of organ-
ized labor, which has been indulging the habit?

The president, Mr. Samuel Gompers, has issued quite a
document within the last few days which has given much satis-
faction to my friend from Alabama [Mr, Burxserr] in that it
intimates, with great sensational headlines, equal to those in
the Hearst journals, that there is a deep conspiracy here in-
volving * the Shipping Trust,” which, I would say parentheti-
cally and in view of the agitation of the shipping bill from
the White House, might be regarded at this particular time as
a covert slap at the President of the United States,

Mr. BURNETT. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MOORE. Yes,

Mr. BURNETT. Is not there a difference in the source of
revenues of the one you refer to and the Liberal Immigration
League? Is not there proof from the original copy of letiers
that the Liberal League was making appeals to the steamship
companies and Coal Trust for revenue in order to carry it on?

Mr. MOORE. I do not think there is very much in the docu-
ments put out by Mr. Gompers. What is the difference between
appealing to those who have charge of large industries and
those who have charge of small industries, or those who draw
upon labor, or those who appeal to prejudice?

Mr. BURNETT. Does the gentleman ask that question of me?

Mr. MOORE. Yes,

Mr. BURNETT. There is this difference: The large indus-
tries that want to bring cheap labor to the country want to
bring it here for the purpose of beating down wages of the
people who are already here.

Mr. MOORE. I want to say, and it will not take long to
do it, that those people who come from foreign countries to
compete with American labor are of the intellectual or reading
and writing class; there is scant complaint of the laboring
class that go into the sewers and do the rough work that is
avoided by the students. They are not welcomed into the
cotton fields of the South or generally on the farm lands of
the North. The kind of labor that comes into the country and
which the gentleman would bar is not competitive; if it had
been the wages in the skilled trades would have gone down,
and these wages, in spite of all the gentleman says about immi-
gration, steadily have gone up. [Applause.]

Why, we have the testimony of a distinguished labor leader,
no other than Frank Morrison, the secretary of the American
Federation, on certain phases of this question, and I hope I
may get time to read something that this intelligent leader has
said upon the subject. But that reminds me of the fine cam-
paign work that has been done in concentrating this movement
in the body of the American Federation of Labor. The work
of informing Congress has been done thoroughly and well. A
week ago, in the White House, under the leadership of Mr.
Morrison, the forces favoring this bill, lJawyers and professors
of the great colleges of the country, pleaded for education,
education, and more education. It was a great symposium
for learning contrasted with the actual toil upon which educa-
tion must thrive. Yes; and I am afraid that some of our pro-
fessors in this House are inducing us to stand for that excess
of edueation which teaches a man to despise work. There are
oo few of us indeed who teach that other form of edueation
which advances with the work. [Applause.]

But, Mr. Speaker, let us see how this thing has been worked
up. I say this in no offensive way. If I were an organizer of
the Federation of Labor, I would agitate and organize with all
the ability that I possess. Still, as a Member of this House I
would exercise my judgment and try to consider both sides of
this matter. I would stop to consider that while the American
Federation of Labor and centralized labor organizations affli-
ated therewith number a little over 2,000,000 members, and other
organizations not affiliated might carry the total up to 3,000,000,
there are 30,000,000 wageworkers in the United States, 27,-
000,000 of them not organized. Who is to speak for the
27,000,000? The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HEFLIN] rises,
and In an outburst of elogquence which we all admire asks
that the cotton fields in the South be protected from this foreign
invasion. Is there a difference in the price of labor? If I had
time, I would like to quote from Mr. Morrison on this subject.
I would like to take a few minufes to let you hear what he
says. Let me see if I have not got it here, Yes; here is an
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extract from the hearings before the Committee on Immigration
and Naturalization, Friday, December 12, 1913:

Mr. Moore. Have you made a study of Southern States at all?
Mr. MorrisoN, Yes; we had a representative down there a number
of years ago, and found conditions very poor in the textile
r. Mook, Did you find that the operatives in the textile
foreign or native born?
Mr. Morrisox. They were peotple from the mountains. I
know ttll;:t there are very many foreigners who have been able

down re.

Mr. Moore. Ver&l early settlers, were they not?

Mr. MorrisoN. The le that moved from the mountains are
gﬁg})la who are accustomed to live on mﬁ little. They went in with
. ng families and worked in the mills, which has not been a benefit to
Mr, Moore. How did you suceced in organizing the mill workers of

the South?
Mr. MorrisoN. We have not been successful in organizing them.
- L ] L L L - -
sa?irsrfa élgooro}_u;. Do you regard your organization work in the South as

Mr. Morrisox. Oh, no.

Sothlltll-i?umu' You have paid very little attention to organizing the

Mr. Morrisox. Oh, yes; we pay attention all over, There was a
man who left headquarters the other day to go South. He will be in
Aﬂnnta{! Ga., in about three weeks, and is going to this point, the name
of which escapes my memory. It is quite a large place——

* Mr. Moore. Aagil‘mtn?
hat is it—A sta,

Mr. Morrisos, Y
Mr. MooRE, you remember old slogan, “ Elght hours for work,
cight hours for sleep, eight hours for what you will"?
r. Morrisox. Yes; 1 know all about elght hours.
Mr. M You have made the eight-hour question a specialty for
many years?
Mr. Morrisox. Yes.

Mr. Moore. May I ask how the eight-hour question appeals to the
farmer?

Mr. Morrisoy. Short hours never appeal very strongly to the average
emaloyer.

r. Moore. I am confining this to the farmer.
whether the farmers’ unions gn
eight-hour proposition?

Mr. Mogrisox. I do not know.

Rise, Mr. Hrrrix, and tell me whether you want the eight-
hour system working in the cotton fields of your State?

Mr. HEFLIN. I do not. [Laughter.]

Mr. MOORE. Now, let the labor unions answer.

Mr. HEFLIN. Not only that, if the gentleman will permit,
but no farmer in the South wants any eight-hour proposition,
and I do not know of any farmer in the North who wants it,
and if there is any farmer in the gentleman’s district, I am sure
that he does not want it.

Mr. MOORE. Union labor wages in the mines in my State
are $2.56 per day. Will the gentleman tell me what the wages
are of those who pick the cotton in the fields of Alabama, where
you have no organization? We are up against organization.
What are you paying?

Mr. HEFLIN. Sometimes they get 50 cents a hundred for
picking cotton and sometimes they pick 500 pounds in a day,
which is $2.50 a day. [Laughter.]

Mr. MOORE. And incidentally, if they ever pay that much
in the cotton fields, it is for a 14-hour day.

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle-
man yield?

Mr. MOORE. Yes.

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. I would like to ask the gentle-
man if he knows that in Colorado and in New York the people
in the whole State voted three fo one for an eight-hour day,
and that included the farmers?

Mr. MOORE. Yes; and I know what the eight-hour day
means as well as the gentleman. It means contraction of labor.
I have voted for it and supported it many times. I think I
have followed the gentleman in this House many times; but
when it came to protecting eight-hour labor in the United States
against the product of foreign labor that works at cheaper wages
more than eight hours a day, the gentleman from Illinois was
not with me. I know what it means—contraction of labor for
one section of the country and for one set of industries, not for
all. That is the point.

Now, let us see how well this thing worked out. The Amer-
ican Federation of Labor sent out these letters during the last
week. I have an armful of them here, and I am glad to receive
them, because I respect these men and admire their ability.
But the guestion they raise, as I view it, is one of humanity, of
barring the door of hope against the unfortunates of foreign
lands. They want to keep them out of the United States. Who
wants to keep them out? Mr. Gompers? Yes. And where was
Mr. Gompers born? Born in England—a good man and one of

do not
to get

OORE,

I want to know
ve specifically indorsed or approved the

the ablest leaders of labor this country has ever seen. Mr.
Gompers, self-educated, has become a tower of strength within
the civie bodies and amongst the labor organizations of the
United States. But he was born in England. Take the secre-
fary of the Department of Labor, who is another one of the

great champions of this movement. Where was he born? Over
in Scotland. He is 2 member of the President’'s Cabinet. Take
Mr, Frank Morrison, whom I have just guoted, the vigorous
secretary, whose careful, detailed work has helped to make the
federation what it is. Where was he born? In Canada. Here
are three of the leading men, whose word is forceful with the
affiliated bodies, that have informed Congressmen during the
past week that this bill should pass. Here is a pile of their
correspondence. The story is told in language that varies but
little. The hotel and restaurant employees and the Interna-
tional Alliance and Bartenders' League of America are upper-
most before me. They write and tell us that they want this
bill passed. Oh, you prohibitionists who vote against the
President, beware the new alliance you are making on this
head! [Laughter.]

The restaurant employees and bartenders’ alliance are with
you, for they do not want foreigners to come up to the bar.
They are aiding prohibition already, though the federation op-
posed it. The International Brotherhood of Paper Makers say
that foreign labor can not assimilate with the wage earners now
here. Why, Lord bless you, we have all assimilated in one form
or another or we would not be here. Every one of us is the
outgrowth of assimilation of foreign stock, and I would like to
know what foreigner coming from southern Italy, for instance,
or Roumania, where the Jews are now being drafted for war
service against their will, and who could not escape it if this -
bill passes, will compete with a skilled body of workmen like
the International Brotherhood of Paper Makers. The Ship-
wrights and Joiners’ Organization tells us the passage of the
bill will benefit the organization. Will the Polanders who work
in the mines compete with the skilled shipwrights? The In-
ternational Seamen’s Union of the United States opposes this
bill. Why, the struggle we have recently had here has been
to get some recognition for American seamen, but the tendency
on the Democratic side has been to admit foreign labor inte
the shipping business of this country. What voice of protest
against these shipping bills has come up from the International
Seamen’s Union of America? I would like to go on with these.
I have too many of them, however, to discuss them all in the
time remaining. But I glory in them, even though some of them
may be overenthusiastic.

Mr. Morrison tells ns in his testimony before the committee
that the membersbip of the American Federation of Labor is a
little over 2,000,000—I think 2,071,000. Remember these figures,
for 12 bodies affiliated with the American Federation of Laber,
that have endeavored so earnestly to impress Congress with
their strength that they alone, if their communications are not
at fault, have certified to a total membership of 2,625,000. There
are dozens of others that give no figures at all. It is interesting
also to note that one of the oil companies is also suggesting
that we have a restriction of immigration, But I shall have to
extend my remarks.

In closing, I will refer to what I regard as the crux of this
whole situation. Mr. Clark, the vice president of the Order of
Railway Conductors, a very intelligent and active leader of the
labor movement in the United States, was asked a few ques-
tions about the development of men in the railway business, I
can not go into all of it, but he tells us that brakemen must
pass through various grades, that conductors must pass through
various grades, that all such employees must serve a virtual
apprenticeship of from 3 years to 10 years before they can
qualify from one standard to another. What he said of the
railway men is true of most of the skilled and organized trades.
Competition comes from men who are not illiterate, but from
those who must stand a variety of tests. An illiterate who is
serviceable in digging ditches would not compete with the
skilled mechanic who is driving an engine. If he had the train-
ing, he might, but an illiterate must learn and serve an appren-
ticeship before he displaces a trained hand. What illiterate
Polander, coming to better his condition, to find work at first
digging sewers, which the American boy will not do, can become
a railway conductor in the United States? What downtrodden
Slav or native of southern Italy would compete with a ship-
wright in the United States without educating and training
himself for the task? And when he has done that, will he work
for foreign wages? Mr, Clark goes on to say, in answer to cer-
tain questions, that his own son is a farmer. In answer to a
question as to whether his boy would dig the sewers or work in
the mines, he replied that the boy was made of better stuff. That
is the spirit. I told Mr. Clark it was the spirit. Yes, my
friends, our boys are made of better stuff; they are born in the
United States. Will they work in the sewers? No. Ask Mr.
Morrison what his children are doing, and the answer comes,
they are studying, they are striving for a professional ealling.
it is commendable, But who is to do the drudgery? If we are
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educated to despise the lowly, who will do the man’s work on the
road or the woman's work in the kitchen? Take away the un-
taught foreigner, who has done so much to develop and con-
struct our institutions, and rely too much upon that excess
education and pride of scholarship which abhors the basic
labor, and you will halt our national progress. We have more
to consider than the possibility of driving our own wives into
the drudgery of the scullery or of pleading with our scholarly
men to go down into the trenches. We must deal with the
problem as one of humanity, which involves no crime save that
of the misfortune of illiteracy. If we need the labor and it
will be useful to us without displacing the labor we already
have, the advancement of the illiterate under American tutelage
and conditions will readily take care of itself. [Applause.]

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania has expired. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Bug-
NETT] is recognized for 17 minutes.

Mr, BURNETT. Mr. Speaker, just 12 months ago to-day this
House, by 252 to 126, registered its vote in favor of the pas-
sage of the bill whose fate will in a few minutes be decided.
Some have said that there are Members going out of Congress
who will go back on their records and stand-by the President
and vote against overriding his veto. Mr. Speaker, I hope there
is no Member here who now has less regard for the commission
"~ that the people gave him two years ago, and which he still

- holds, than he had for it before the last election. I can not be-
lieve there is any man who will look on that commission as
any more sacred before the election than it is now. I do not
believe that there can be a Democrat or a Republican, who,
merely because his term of office is about to expire, will change
his vote if he believes that the vote he cast 12 months ago was
right or that it was in accordance with the will of his people.

But, gentlemen, the people are not asleep, and the man who
voted for the bill a year ago will be watched by his people if
he changes his vote to-day. Whether you are going out or not,
if you voted for your people then, they will ask you why you
did it if you vote against them to-day. Some have intimated
that for the appointment of some Member's choice of a post-
master, or for some other sordid reason, men will barter their
votes to-day. I can not believe it.

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore] has referred
to the fact that Mr. Gompers and Mr. Morrison and Secretary
Wilson are all foreigners. That is true, Mr. Speaker, but those
gentlemen are of that stock to which President Wilson referred
in one of his books, when he said:

Throughout the country men of the sturdy stock of the north of
Europe had made up the main strain of foreign blood which was every

ear added to the vital working force of the muntr{, or else men of the

atin-Gaelic stock of France and northern Iml‘y; ut now there came
multitodes of men of the lowest class * - * and men of the
meaner sort, * * * men out of the ranks where there was neither
skill nor energy, nor any initiative nor quick intelligence; and they
came In numbers which increased from year to year, as if the countries
of the south of Europe were disburdening themselves of the more sordid
and hapless elements of their population, the men whose standards of
ljwm 0;-? work were such as American workmen' had never dreamed of

That latter is the class, Mr. Speaker, which this bill proposes
to keep out. That sturdy stock from northern Europe that the
President was referring to is not touched by this bill. I am
not here to say one unkind word against the great Chief Magis-
trate who graces the Executive chair of this country, called by
the people to that high position. The gentleman from New
Jersey [Mr. WarLsa] must have written the speech which he
has just read before he heard the speeches that were delivered
here to-day, and he therefore anticipated that gentlemen would
say unkind and harsh things in criticism of the President. I
do not believe, Mr. Speaker, I have ever heard any debate in
which there was less of partisanship, except what was injected
by gentlemen who represent the opposition to this bill. I feel
none, I believe, as said by my friend from Ohio [Mr. Fess],
that our President did that which he not only had the consti-
tutional right to do, but he did that which he believed to be
right under the information and the light that he had.

But, gentlemen, it is a different question with you. You have
studied this matter for years and years. As stated by some one,
seventeen times the question of the illiteracy test has been passed
by one or the other House in one form or another. Hence it
can not be said, my countrymen, that we do not understand
this proposition. Evidently the President by the question that
he asked in his message has been misinformed by some one who
assembled the facts for him. He asked the guestion whether
any party bad ever indorsed this proposition and gone to the
country upon it and been commissioned to control its legislation.
In 1806 the Democratic Party declared in favor of the posi-
tive prevention of foreign pauper labor coming into this coun-
try, and the Republican Party declared squarely in favor of the
illiteracy test ingrafted on this bill. The Republican Party did

then go before the country with that declaration in its platform,
and did win, and the President’s question is answered and the
people’s mandate has been heard. The Democratic Party, Mr.
Speaker, went further than the Republican Party, for it pro-
nounced for absolutely preventing the importation of foreign
pauper labor. The gentleman from Illineis [Mr. SABATH] tries
to get around this declaration by saying no party has ever
gone to the country on it as a single issue. Certainly, no party
has ever gone to the country with any platform entirely upon
one single issue. The President has not that same sort of in-
formation that we have when he believes that the country is
not informed upon this question and when he believes that the
252 men who last February voted for this bill and those who
were paired for it were not informed as to the wishes of their
people. My friends, this is a proposition in the interest of
labor, not simply the man who works in the shop and in the
mine and on the railroads and in the manufactories of the
country, but the people of the agricultural districts as well.
For years, through every national grange and farmers' con-
gress that hag been assembled, through every farmers’ union
that has been held, both in the local and in the national unions,
through the Federation of Labor as well as the railroad train-
men, through the patriotic organizations and hundreds of
other independent organizations all oyer the country, this meas-
ure has been discussed and favored.

Mr, Speaker, these Members of Congress desire to reflect the
wishes of the men whose servants they are. Many of you have
had appeals from the organizations that the gentleman from
Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore] has condemned to-day. I was at the
White House the other day when the President had a publie
hearing on this bill. Many on both sides presented their argu-
ments, . One who represented the railway laborers wound up his
appeal to the President by saying, “ Mr. President, the boys
want this bill.” He was followed by a distinguished orator
from New York, with silver tongue and soft hands, who sneer-
ingly repeated the statement that the “boys wanted it.”
When that jeer was made it was cheered by the assembled
people opposing the bill, many of whom had perhaps been
sent there by the steamship trusts, or the Liberal Immigration
League. Mr. Gompers a few weeks ago denounced this so-called
Liberal Immigration League and showed by decisive proofs
and from the records themselves—the originals and carbon
copies—that the officers of this league appeal to the steamships,
the Coal Trust, and the Steel Trust for funds to finance an
institution which they claimed to be altruistic and honorable;
and this appeal had not been in vain. :

Mr. MOORE. Will the gentleman yield?

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Alabama yield to
the gentleman from Pennsylvania?

Mr. BURNETT. I decline to yield. Yesterday I saw one of
the attorneys of this liberal (?) league “gumshoeing” through
the House Office Building. He told me, however, that he would
not be here to-day. He ought not to be after the exposure
Mr. Gompers made of the infamy of the league.

Now, Mr. Speaker, the other proposition, outside of the lit-
eracy test, upon which the President bases his veto is that he
says the bill seeks to all but close entirely the gates of asylum,
which always have been open to those who could find nowhere
else the right and opportunity of constitutional agitation for
what they conceived to be the natural and inalienable rights
of men. On that question the President again has been misled
by some of his advisers. Many of the people that would come
within the class of Czolgosz and other anarchists already have
been excluded by the progressive restrictive laws that have
been on the statute books for years. All that this bill adds to
that part of the law is the exclusion of those who advocate or
teach the unlawful destruction of property.

Is that what the President thinks will keep out those who
desire the right of constitutional agitation?

Mr. Speaker, whom does it embrace? It embraces many
who come from southern Europe, like the lawless herd in the
Lawrence strike, with a torch in one hand and a bomb in the
other. It embraces the militant suffragettes of England, who
believe in blowing up churches and destroying mail boxes and
private and public property. Are these the ones whom he
calls constitutional agitators? = Is the right to unlawfully de-
stroy property the right of constitutional agitation? I want
to say here to the splendid women of this country who believe
in equal suffrage that there were no stronger advocates of that
provision on our committee than the three gentlemen from
the Pacific coast who live in equal-suffrage States. :

Mr. Speaker, it is inconceivable that the President believes
that that class of people ought to have the door held open to
them. I do not believe he has studicd this question, my coun-
trymen, as you have studied it, and hence you, in voting for the
bill, will be doing an actual favor to the great President of the
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United States by saving him from this error. [Applause.] He
overlooks the fact that in section 2 of the bill we expressly
provide that “ nothing in this act shall exclude, if otherwise
admissible, persons convicted of an offense purely political not
involving moral turpitude.” ~What more could he ask? I
think the closing words of his message show that he actually
ivites you to act on your own knowledge of what your people
want. He says, “I am not foolish enough to profess to know
the wishes and ideals of America better than her chosen repre-
sentatives know them,” and, gentlemen, you are the chosen
representatives of the people. Youn have had the question before
you for years. You have said to the workingmen that rallied
to you last year and two years ago that you were their friends.
You who are on the other side have often appealed to them as
“the boys.” You have asked the boys to come to your aid,
and they came. There are gentlemen upon this floor to-day
with labor cards in their pockets who are about to strike a
Joab thrust at the very vitals of labor. [Applause.] My coun-
trymen, do not do it. If you betray them now, next year when
you appeal to them again you will see written upon every gate-
post and upon the lintels of every door, “ Anathema mara-
natha "—Let him be cursed with a curse, When you approach
the home of the peasant and of the man who toils he will say,
“ Depart from me, I never knew you.” i

Mr. Speaker, a great war is going on in Europe. The farmers,
the laboring people, the patriotic people of the country, feel that
just as soon as that war is over there will be the greatest influx
of the worst people that ever have come fo this country. My
colleagues, if by your vote to-day you allow that door to remain
open, and in one year or {wo years you see those surging hordes
coming to this country, driving out the man that toils on the
farm and in the mine and in the shop you may take the sweet
unction to your souls that by voting against this bill you have
helped to bring them here.

Gentlemen, do not think that this is going to stop. If you
strike it down to-day, it will rise again next session. [Ap-
plause.] Brave, true men are back of it, and they know it is
goot: Truth crushed to earth shall rise again—

The eternal years of God are hers;
But error, wounded, writhes with pain,
And dies amid his worshipers,

[Applause.] .

Mr. Speaker, T would like to read, if I had time, this letter.
How much time have I remaining?

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has three minutes.

Mr. BURNETT. I would like to read from a letter written
by Mr. Oberlander, one of the superintendents of new prisons
in New York, in which he states that in the city of Buffalo
within the last three years five electrocutions have occurred,
and four out of the five eriminals were aliens who could not
read. Last year when the Colorado and the Michigan mine
strikes were being investigated it was stated on this floor, and
all over the country, that it was the new immigration that was
causing the trouble there. One of the big mine operators in my
State said to me a few years ago that the Italians were the poor-
est of all his laborers. I said, “ Why do you employ them,
then?” He said, “ For the purpose of regulating the price of
“,ages-l!

The ingane asylums of New York and other Eastern States
are being filled with the very ones whom the illiteracy test
would keep out.

You gentlemen, I believe, are all honest in your convictions;
but, for God’s sake, and in the name of the man who earns his
bread by the sweal of his brow, do not register your vote to
help the Steel Trust and the coal barons to keep down the wages
of the men who are struggling to maintain the lives of those
whom God has given into their care. The workingman only
asks for decent wages and decent standards of living. Give
him these. [Applause.] .

I ean readily see how you who were against the bill can vot
to override the veto of the President, because you believe that
the President, while he is exercising a constitutional right, is
yet exercising a right which should not be used except in
cases of extreme emergency. The veto power is a dangerous
one. My friends, your commissions—some of them—will ex-
pire on the 4th of March. I beg you return those commissions
to the men who handed them to you just as untarnished as when
they placed them in your hands. [Applause.]

Talk about platforms. My friends, it is not always in plat-
forms. We do not all have to receive our training from the
classic shades of Princeton or from the conventions and dec-
larations of our party. But over yonder, in the little red
schoolliouse on'the hill, with the American flag on its top and
our mother’s Bible on its shelf; down there where the sugar
cane grows, down amid the cotton and the corn, and out there
on the bound'ng prairies of the West, and out on the golden

shores of the Pacific, and out in that country where “ the frost
is on the pumpkin and the fodder’s in the shock ™ [applause],
and down in the old Kentucky home [applause], and out by the
Wabash- you hear from them. From the mines and the shops,
the factories and the stores, the railroad tracks and cabs of the
engines come the mute appeals of brave men whose homes you
seek to destroy. Here are letters from the great organizations
of America urging you to stand by the man who toils. They
can not send their hundreds here as can the Steamship and
Steel Trusts to browbeat you into doing right or wrong; but I
hold in my hand their mute appeals. Seven hundred thousand
of them appeal to you from the great State of New York, men
with calloused hands, and men who know what labor is and
who know what it is to be driven out of their positions by that
influx of foreign people, to pass this bill. [Prolonged applause.]

You understand this bill. Thousands who are urging you
into opposition to the bill do not. A few days ago Cardinal
Gibbons wrote to Mr. Epstein, stating that foreigners who
were fairly educated in their own langunage would be ex-
cluded by this bill. Prof. Jenks, a member of the Immigration
Commission, wrote him, calling attention to the fact that it is
only necessary for them to read 30 or 40 words of their own
language or dialect, and Cardinal Gibbons at once wrote him
the following letter:

CARDINAL’S RESIDENCE,
408 NorTH CHARLES STREET,
Baltimore, January 28, 1915,
JErEMIAxr W. JExEgs, Ph, D, LL. D,
Director of the Far Eastern Bureau, New York City, N. Y.

My Dear Bir: Your most courteons favor of yesterday came to hand
this morning, and I thank you for calling my attention the fact that
the Burnett bill, regarding immigraticn, does not exclude aliens capable
gﬁr;eadlnx thelr own language or dialect, though incapable of reading

It affords me great pleasure to receive this information, and, of course,
it modifies, in consequence, to the same extent my opposition to the bill,

I also note with much pleasure the other points you submit for my
consideration, and I am happy to assure you that, when I can, they
ghall receive my serious altention.

In the meantime, belleve me, very sincerely, yours,

JAMES CARDINAL GIBBONS,
Archbishop of Baltimore, -

You see the misinformation in regard to this bill. You see
that even our great President has been mistaken.

Gentlemen, your people understand the bill. Your mail from
the universities, the colleges, and country schoolhouses for years
has been filled with requests for literature on the bill. :

Be not deceived; the people are not fooled. The man who
dodges this vote will be held even more responsible than the man
who votes against the bill.

Your constituents will brand the word * coward” across the
brow of every man who ducks the vote. “ He who dallies is a
dastard; he who hesitates is damned.”

The eyes of America are on you this day. Upon this record
you place your name either for right or wrong, for the people
or the trusts; the responsibility is yours. *“ Choose ye this day
whom ye will serve.”

If the steamships be your masters, serve. them; if some pro-
spective office for yourself or constituent be your master, serve
that; if the people be your masters, serve them.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Alabama
has expired.

The question is, Will the House, on reconsideration, pass the
immigration bill, the objections of the President of the United
States to the contrary notwithstanding? In plain, everyday
English, if you are in favor of passing this bill over the Presi-
dent’s veto, answer “yea,” and if you are opposed to it, an-
swer “nay.” The Clerk will call the roll.

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 261, nays 136,
answered “ present” 2, not voting 24, as follows:

[Roll No. 56.]

YEAS—261.
Abercromble Borchers Clark, Fla. Drukker
Adair Bowdle Claypool Eagle
Adamson Brockson Collier Edwards
Alken Brodbeck Connelly, Kans. Evans
Alney Brown, W. Va. Cooper Falconer
Alexander Brownjng Cox Farr
Allen Bryan Crisp Ferris
Anderson Buchanan, Ill. Cullop Fess
Anthony Burke, 8. Dak, Curr; Fields
Ashbrook Burnett Danforth Finley
Aswell Butler Davenport FitzHenry
Austin Byrnes, 8. C. Davis Flood, Va.
Avis Byrns, Tenn. Decker Floyd, Ark.
Baker Callawa Dent Foster
Baltz Campbell Dershem Fowler
Barkley Candler, Miss. Dickinson Francis
Barton Cantrill Dies Frear
Bathrick Caraway Difenderfer French
Beall, Tex. Carlin Dillon Gard
Bell, Cal. Carr Dixon Gardner
Bell, Ga, Carter Doolittle Garrett, Tenn.
Blackmon Church Doughton Garrett, Tex,
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So the House on reconsideration refused to pass the bill, the

{llett Johnson, 8. C. Murdock
uu“ Johnson, Utah Murray
Eodwm, N.C Johnson, Wash, Neeley, Kans,

Jones eely, 'W. Va.
win, Ark. Kelster Nolan, J, I,
ray Kelley, Mich, "Hair
Green, Towa lly, Pa. Dldfield
Greene, Vt. ennedy, Towa Pa
Gregg t Pa N. C.
Griest Kettner mer
Gudger Key, Ohio Parker, N. J,
Guernsey Kiess, Pa. Parker, N. X,
Hamilton, Mich, Kinkald Patton,
Hamilton, N, ¥, Kirkpatrick cters
Hamlin Kitchin Platt
Harris Knowland, J, R, Plumley
Harrison Kreider 'orter
Hart ert{ Post
Hau, La Follette Pou
Hawley Langley Powers
Hay Lee, Ga. Price
Hayden Lenroot uin
Hayes ] ]
Heilin Lever ¥
Helgesen Md. Raker
Helm Lewis, Pa. Rauch
Helvering Lindbergh Rayburn
Henr Linthicum Rothermel
Hensfey Lloyd Rouse
Hill McGuire, Okla, Rubey
Hinds McKellar Rucker
Hinebangh McKenzie Ruple,
Hobson McLaughlin Russell
Holland MacDona Baunders
Houston Ma Scott
Howard Martin Seldomridge
Hughes, Ga. Mondell Bells
H W.Va. Montague Shackleford
Hulings Moon
Hull Morgan, Okla. Sinnott
Humphrey, Wash, Morrison Sisson
Humphreys, Miss. Moss, Ind. Slayden
Jacoway Moss, W. Va. Slem,
Johnson, Ky, Mott Sma.lf
NAYS—136.
Bailey Donovan Kennedy, Conn,
Barchfeld Dooling Kindel
Barnhart Doremus Kono
Bartholdt Driscoll Korbly
Bartlett Dupré Lazaro
Beakes Eagan Lee,'Pa.
Booher Edmonds
Borland Esch Lieb
Britten Estopinal L0
Broussard Falrchild Loft
Brown, N. Y. ergusson Logue
Browne, Wis. Fi rald Lo n
Bruckner Fordney McAndrews
Brumbaugh Gallagher MeGilleaddy
Buchanan, Tex, Gallivan Madden
ulkley Garner ldnﬁ:lre, Nebr,
George Mahan
Burke, Pa. Gerry Maher
Burke, Wis. Gill Manahan
Calder Gllmore ann,
Cantor Gittins ler
Carew ke Mitchell
Casey Goldfogle oore
Chandler, N. Y, Gordon Morin
Clancy Gorman Mulkey
Coady Goulden Nortpn
Connolly, Towa  Graham, TIL O'Brien
Conry Greene, Mass, 8.
Copleg Griffin
Cramton Hamill Patten, N. X,
Crosser Hardy Peterson
Dale, Howell Phelan
Deitrick }fm Reed
Donohoe eating Reilly, Conn.
) ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—2,
Kahn Steenerson
NOT VOTING—24.
Cary ’ Hoxworth Metz |,
Cline! Kennedy, R. I Morgan, La.
Dunn' Langham Nelson, .
Hider | L’Engle !, Oglesby
Faison Lindquist O’'Shaunessy
Graham, Pa. MeClellan Prouty

Smith, Idaho
Smith, J. M. C,
Smith, Saml. W,
Smith, Tex.
Sparkman
Stanley
Stedman
Stephens, Cal.
Stephens, M!
Btephens, Nebr.
Stephens, Tex.
Btout

Bumners
Sutherlaad
Bwitzer
Talbott, AMd.
Tavenner
Taylor, Ark.
Taylor, Colo.

Temple
Thomas

Woodru
Young, N. Dak.
Young, Tex.

Rellly, Wis,
Riordan
Roberts, Mass,
Rogers

objections of the President to the contrary notwithstanding.

Mr. BURNETT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask for a recapitu-

lation of the vote, and I will ask if this is a proper time.

Mr. SABATH. Why, Mr, Speaker, the vote has not yet been

announced.

Mr. BURNETT. That is why I am asking if this is the

proper time.

Mr, MANN. Mr. Speaker, I think it is wise to have a re-

capitulation.

The SPEAKER. This is the proper time to have a recapitula-

tion, if we are ever going to have it.
Mr. MANN. I think we ought to have it.

The SPEAKER. The vote is so close that the Chair thinks it
ought to be recapitulated.

[Applause.]

The Clerk recapitulated the names of those voting,

The Clerk announced the following pairs:

Until further notice:

Mr, FaisoN with Mr. STEENERSON,

On this vote:

Mr. NerLsoxy and Mr. Roeerts of Nevada (for passing bill over
veto) with Mr. Kaax (for sustaining veto).

Mr. Duxy and Mr. Eroer (for passing bill over vefo) with
Mr. Merz (for sustaining veto).

Mr. Wmsox of Florida and Mr. L'Excre (for passing bill
over veto) with Mr. Vare (for sustaining veto).

Mr. LaneaAM and Mr. Lixpquist (for passing bill over veto) .
with Mr. Gramax of Pennsylvania (for sustaining veto).

Mr. SMITH of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, how am I recorded?

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not recorded.

Mr. SMITH of Minnesota. I wish to vote “no.”

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman in the Hall listening at
the time his name should have been called?

Mr. SMITH of Minnesota, I was not,

The SPEAKER. Then the gentleman can not vote.

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded.

The announcement of the result was received with applause.

SENATE BILLS REFERRED.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following
titles were taken from the Speaker's table and referred to their
appropriate committees, as indicated below :

8. 6980. An act granting pensions and increase of pensions fo
certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and certain widows
and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors; to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

8.7212. An act granting pensions and increase of pensions to
certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy and
of wars other than the Civil War, and to certain widows and
dependent relatives of such soldiers and sallors; to the Com-
mittee on Pensgions.

S.7218. An act granting pensions and increase of pensions to
certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and certain widows
and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sallors; to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

8.7402. An act granting pensions and increase of pensions to
certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and certain widows
and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors; to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

8. 6981. An act granting pensions and inerease of pensions to
certain soldiers and saiflors of the Regular Army and Navy, and
of wars other than the Civil War, and to certain widows and
dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors; to the Com-
mittee on Pensions.

ADJOURNMENT.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do
now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to: acecordingly (at 5 o'clock and 33
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Friday,
February 5, 1915, at 11 o’clock a. m.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sev-
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and re-
ferred to the several calendars therein named, as follows:

Mr., LEWIS of Maryland, from the Committee on Labor, to
which was referred the bill . (H. R. 21236) to dissolve the
Foundation for the Promotion of Industrial Peace, and for other
purposes, reported the same without amendment, accompanied
by a report (No. 1363) ; which said bill and report were referred
to the House Calendar.

Mr. BULKLEY, from the Committee on Banking and Cur-
rency, to which was referred the joint resolution (H. J. Res.
410) to create the national rural credit commission, reported
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1364) ;
which said joint resolution and report were referred to the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union.

Mr. FERRIS, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to
which was referred the bill (H. R. 21200) quieting and confirm-
ing the title of the Methodist University of Oklahoma in and
to certain tracts of land located in the city of Guthrie, Okla.,
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report
(No. 1366) ; which =said bill and report were referred to the
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill (H. R. 21122) to validate certain homestead entries, re-
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report
(No. 1367) ; which said bill and report wer: referred to the
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. -
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PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS.

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: A bill (H. R. 21315) to authorize
the construction of a bridge across the Suwanee River, in the
State of Florida; to the Committeée on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce.

By Mr. ROGERS: A bill (H. R. 21316) authorizing the Secre-
tary of War to donate to William B. Green Post, No. 100, Grand
Army of the Republic, one cannon or fieldpiece; to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

By Mr, STEENERSON: A bill (H. R. 213817) to authorize the
Secretary of the Interior to convey a certain tract of land in
Minnesota for demonstration-farm purposes; to the Committee
on Indian Affairs.

By Mr. FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 21318) making appro-
priations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1916, and for other purposes; to the
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union.

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH (by request) : A bill (H. R.
21319) to abolish the saloon and the retail sale of spirituous
liquors in the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the
District of Columbia.

By Mr. SHERWOOD : Resolution (H. Res. 723) authorizing
the payment of $1,200 to Norman E. Ives; to the Committee on
Accounts,

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS,

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. BAILEY: A bill (H. R. 21820) granting an increase
of pension to John B. Hammer; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. BATHRICK: A bill (H. R. 21321) granting a pen-
sion to Henry J. Wing; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BEAGAN: A bill (H. R. 21322) granting an increase
of pension to Frederick Smith; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 21323) granting
a pension to Katherine Sternberg; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 21324) granting an increase of pension to
William M. Hampton ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HELM : A bill (H. R. 21325) granting an increase of
pension to James H. McCampbell ; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. SLOAN: A bill (H. R. 21326) granting an increase
of pension to HEsther Phoebus; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,

By Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 21327) for the
relief of Rittenhouse Moore, receiver of the Mobile Marine Dock
Co.; to the Committee on Claims.

PETITIONS, ETC.

TUnder clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

By the SPEAKER (by request) : Petitions of various labor
organizations of the United States protesting against the veto
of the immigration bill; to the Committee on Immigration and
Naturalization.

By Mr. ASHBROOK : Petition of 356 citizens of Coshocton,
Ohio, asking that the sale and exportation of arms, ammunition,
and munitions of war to any of the friendly nations at present
at war in Europe be prohibited; to the Committee on Foreign
Affairs.

Also, petitions of the Evangelical Church, German-American
Alliance, and Gernmania Maennerchor, all of Newark, Ohio, ask-
ing for the passage of legislation which would prohibit the ship-
ment of arms and munitions of war to the belligerent European
nations; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

Also, petitions of the Iron Molders’ Union, No. 152, Newark,
Ohio; the Martha Washington Council, No. 5, Daughters of
Ameriea, Dennison, Ohio; the International Union of United
Brewery Workers and the International Association of Machin-
ists, praying for the passage of the immigration bill over the
veto of the President; to the Committee on Immigration and
Naturalization,

Also, petition of Coshocton (Ohio) Council, No. 65, of the
Junior Order of United American Mechanics, favoring immigra-
tion bill; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

Also, petition of Coshocton (Ohio) Local Union of Mine Work-
ers of America, favoring Kern-Foster bill, providing for exten-
sion of the work of the Bureau of Mines; to the Committee on
Mines and Mining,

Also, petitions of the Mansfield (Ohio) Trades Council; the
Washington State Federation of Labor; the Wood, Wire, and
Metal Lathers’ International Union; the Central Federated
Union of Greater New York and vicinity; the Massachusetts
State Branch of American Federation of Labor; and the Na-
tional Council, Daughters of Liberty, asking for the passage of
the immigration bill over the President’s veto; to the Commit-
tee on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. BARCHFELD : Petitions of Allegheny Branch of Na-
tional German-American Alliance, of the German Evangelical
Church; of the Allegheny County Branch, National Federation
of German Catholic Societies; of the Knights of St. George; and
the Homestead and Mount Oliver German Turnverein, of Pitts-
burgh and vicinity, favoring House joint resolution No. 377, to
prohibit the exportation of arms, ammunition, and munitions of
war during the present trouble in Europe; to the Committee on
Forelgn Affairs.

Also, memorial and protest of the National Polish Alliance
Associations of Pittsburgh, McKees Rocks, Horning, Homestead,
Duquesne, Carnegie, Munhall, and Clairton, Pa., against the
Smith-Burnett immigration bill; to the Committee on Immigra-
tion and Naturalization.

Also, petition of citizens of Pittsburgh and vicinity against
Fitzgerald amendment to the Post Office appropriation bill; to
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

Also, petition of citizens of Pittsburgh and vicinity favoring
House joint resolution 377, forbidding export of arms; to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs.

Also, petition of Duquesne Council, United Commereial Trav-
elers of America, favoring Roberts bill to change date of elec-
tion of Members of Congress; to the Committee on Election of
President, Vice President, and Representatives in Congress.

Also, petition of Saars Sholen Lodge No. 154, Independent Or-
der B'nai B'rith, of Pittsburgh, Pa., favoring support of Presi-
dent's veto of immigration bill; to the Committee on Immigra-
tion and Naturalization.

By Mr. BARTHOLDT : Petitions of 7 citizens of Wellston, 10
of St. Louis, and A. Anthes, of St. Clair, all in the State of Mis-
souri, protesting against the Fitzgerald amendment to the Post
Office appropriation bill; to the Committee on the Post Office
and Post Roads.

Also, petitions of the Catholic Union of Missouri State League,
composed of 387 members, of St. Louis, Mo.; 60 citizens of St.
Louis, Mo.; German-American Alliance, Middletown, Conn.; T
citizens of Boston, Mass.; 2 citizens of Wellesley, Mass.; A. H.
Stickling, Milwaukee, Wis.; and German Beneficial Union, Dis-
trict 97, Johnstown, Pa., favoring passage of bills to prohibit
export of all war materials; to the Committee on Foreign
Affairs,

Also, petitions of delegates of the Evangelical Protestant
Church, representing a membership of 30,000, of Pittsburgh,
Pa.; 28 congregations of Lutheran churches of St. Louis; 13
citizens of Marthasville; 26 citizens of Florissant; Holekamp
Lumber Co., of Webster Groves; Rev. G. Schultz, of Morrison;
and Theodore von Derck, of Bismarck, all in the State of Mis-
souri, favoring passage of bills to prohibit the export of all war
materials; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

Also, petitions of 114 citizens of St. Louis, Mo., Holy Cross
and St. Cecilia Benevolent Societies, of St. Louis, Mo., favor-
ing the Fitzgerald amendment to the Post Office appropriation
bill; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. BARTON: Petition of citizens of Kearney, Nebr.,
favoring free and unthrottled press; to the Committee on the
TPost Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. BELL of California: Petition of the Browning Club,
of Pasadena, Cal., protesting against the sending of American
horses to European battle fields; to the Committee on Interstate
and Foreign Commerce.

Also, petitions of sundry citizens of Pomona and Los Angeles,
Cal,, protesting against the Fitzgerald amendment to the Post
Office appropriation bill; to the Committee on the Post Office
and Post Roads.

Also, petitions of citizens of Pomona and San Gabriel, Cal,
favoring House joint resolution 334, for the appointment of a
national marketing commission; to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

By Mr. BRUCKNER : Petition of citizens and organizations of
New York, against passage of immigration bill over the Presi-
dent's veto; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza-
tion.

Also petition of citizens of the Bronx, county, city, and State
of New York, respectfully urging support of the Burnett immi-
gration bill in its entirety when said bill is returned to the
House of Representatives for a final vote; to the Committee on
Immigration and Naturalization.
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~ Also, petition of Miss Mary C. Griffin, of New York City,
favoring excluding the Menace from the mails; to the Commit-
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. CALDER: Memorial of Associated Physiclans of
Long Island, favoring passage of the Palmer-Owen child-labor
bill; to the Committee on Labor. ;

By Mr. CURRY : Petitions by 88 citizens and residents of
Stockton; Federated Trades and Labor Council of Vallejo;
Machinists Loeal No. 252, of Vallejo, all in the State of Cali-
fornia; the Hotel and Restaurant Employees’ International
‘Alliance and Bartenders’' International League of America; the
Cigar Makers' International Union of America; and the Inter-
national Brotherhood of Paper Makers, favoring the passage
of the immigration bill over the President’s veto; to the Com-
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization.

Also, petitions by the Switchmen's International Union, the
Pattern Makers’ League of North America, the International
Typographical Union, the United Brotherhood of Carpenters
and Joiners of America, the United Mine Workers of America,
the Tobacco Workers' International Union, the Illinois State
Federation of Labor, the Minnesota State Federation of Labor,
the New York State Federation of Labor, the International
Brotherhood of Teamsters, Chauffeurs, Stablemen, and Helpers
of America, the railway employees’ department of the Ameri-
can Federation of Labor, the International Union of United
Brewery Workers of America, the Retail Clerks’ International
Protective Association, the Pennsylvania Federation of Labor,
the Massachusetts State Branch American Federation of Labor,
the International Association of Machinists, the Washington
State Federation of Labor, the Wood, Wire and Metal Lathers'
International Union, the Central Federated Union of New
York and vicinity and others, favoring the passage of the im-
migration bill without amendment over the veto of the Presi-
dent; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

Also, petition by the Federal Labor Union, of Vallejo, Cal., fa-
voring the passage of the immigration bill over the President's
veto; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. DALE: Petition of citizens and organizations of the
United States, favoring passage of immigration bill over the
President’s veto; to the Committee on Immigration and Natu-
ralization.

Also, petition of Locomotive Superheater Co., New York,
against ship-purchase bill; to the Committee on the Merchant
Marine and Fisheries.

Also, petition of conference of American citizens, representing
church, benevolent, educational, and other civic organizations,
held at Washington, D. O, favoring embargo on export of arms;
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.,

Also, petition of Union Guard and Holy Name Society, Holy
Trinity Church, Brooklyn, N. Y. favoring exclusion of the
Menace from the mails; to the Committee on the Post Office and
Post Roads.

Also, petition of ecitizens and organizations of the United
States, against passage of immigration bill over the President’s
veto; to the Committes on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. DAVENPORT : Memorial of Democratic caucus, house
of representatives, of Oklahoma Legislature, relative to removal
of Republican officeholders; to the Committee on Reform in
the Civil Service. -

By Mr. DILLON: Petition of citizens of Lane, 8. Dak., favor-
ing embargo on export of arms; to the Committee on Interstate
and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. DOOLITTLEH: Petition of merchants of Peabody,
Burng, Cottonwood Falls, Florence, Clements, Cedar Point, Saf-
fordville, Lehigh, Burdick, Lost Springs, Marion, Hillsboro,
Ramona, Tampa, Durham, Lincolnville, Elmdale, Strong Clty,
and Aulne, Kans., favoring House bill 5308, to tax mail-order
houses; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of United Presbyterian Congregation and Re-
formed Presbyterian Sunday School of Eskridge, Kans., against
polygamy in the United States; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary.

By Mr. EAGAN: Petitions of Albin 8. Fendel, Union Hill,
N. J., and W. H. Stowenhagen Co., of New York City, favoring
passage of resolution to prohibit export of war material; to
the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. ESCH: Memorial of mass meeting of citizens of New
York, protesting against the literacy test in the immigration
bill; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

Also, petitions of St. Johannes Verein, La Crosse, Wis., com-
posed of 67 members, protesting against export of war material ;
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. FALCONER : Petitions of Local Typographical Union
No. 170, and various organizations of workers in the United
States, urging passage of the immigration bill over the Presi-

gent‘s veto; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza-
on.

By Mr. FARR: Protests against the passage of the immigra-
tion bill from members of the Amos Lodge, No. 136, Indepen-
dent Order B’rith, and members of the Young Men's Hebrew
Association, Scranton; members of the Polish-American Citi-
zen's League of Pennsylvania, Philadelphia; members of the
Friends of Russian Freedom, New York; and members of the
Kosciluszko Polish Club, Taylor, Pa.; to the Committee on Im-
migration and Naturalization.

Also, resolutions in favor of the passing of the immigration
bill from Charles Perry Taylor, Washington State Federation
of Labor, Tacoma, Wash.; Ernest Bohm, of Central Federated
Union, New York, N. Y.; O. Edward Risely, Scranton, I’n.;
A. F. Butz, Scranton Council, No. 33, O. of 1. A., Scranton, Pa.;
George Presion, International Association of Machinists, Wash-
ington, D. C.; 965 miners, Hyde Park shaft, Scranton, Pa.;
and National Council Daughters of Liberty, Philadelphia, Pa.;
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. GALLIVAN : Memorial of Federated Irish Society of
Massachusetts, protesting against export of war material; to
the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr, GERRY : Petitions of Manhattan Wholesale Grocery
Co., U. 8. Ring Traveler Co., James F. Bergin & Co. of Provi-
dence, and I. B. Crandall, of Westerly, R. 1., protesting against
preventing the Government from printing stamped envelopes
bearing printed return request; to the Committee on the Post
Office and Post Roads.

Also, petitions of M. W. Beebe, of Pawtucket; H. M. Laugh-
lin, of Bradford; and United Brotherhood of Carpenters and
Joiners, of Newport, RR. I., favoring passage of the immigration
bill; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

Also, petitions of Providence Central Federated Union, Provi-
dence, R. I., protesting against the increased cost of flour and
urging investigation of same; to the Committee on Agriculture.

Also, petition. of Court Rochambeau, No. 3507, Independent
Order of Foresters, of Providence, R. I., urging the passage of
the civil-service reform bill; to the Committee on Reform in
the Civil Service. -

Also, petition of Rhode Island State Federation of Women's
Clubs, of Providence, urging the passage of the Palmer-Owen
child labor bill; to the Committee on Labor,

Also, petition of Charles McCusker, of Arlington, IR, I., urg-
ing the protection of Catholics in Mexico; to the Committee on
Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. GORDON : Petitions of J. 8. Wood and Amos N. Bar-
ron, of Cleveland, Ohio, protesting against the passage of the
seamen’s bill in regard to the Great Lakes; to the Committee on
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries,

By Mr. GORMAN : Petition of St. Joseph's Men's Society and
other societies of Chicago, Ill., also citizens of the third Illinois
district, favoring House joint resolution 877, forbidding export
of arms; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania: Petitions of John Ruf, of
Philadelphia, Pa.; church, benevolent, educational, and other
civic organizations of Washington, D. C., protesting against ex-
port of war material; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.,

Also, petitions of International Seamen’s Union of Ameriea
and various other organizations of workers of the United States,
favoring passage of the immigration bill over the President’s
veto; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

Also, petition of the German Society of Philadelphia, favoring
House joint resolution 377, forbidding export of arms; to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs,

By Mr. HELGESEN : Petition of citizens of Petersburg, Rey-
nolds, Robinson, Sawyer, Sheldon, Sykeston, Turtle Lake, Wah-
peton, Wild Rose, Willow City, and Great Bend, all in the State
of North Dakota, favoring House joint resolution 377, forbid-
ding export of arms; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. JACOWAY : Petition of 8t. Boniface Society, of Hart-
man, Ark., favoring bill to prohibit export of war material; to
the Committee on Foreign Affairs,

Also, petitions of Sacred Heart Branch, No. 908, Catholie
Knights of America, of Morristown; Ira B. Faust, of Coal Hill;
and St. Boniface Soclety, of Hartman, all in the State of Arkan-
sas, favoring excluding certain papers from the mails; to the
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. KAHN: Petitions of Labor Council, United Laborers’
Union No. 1, International Moulders’ Union No. 164, Stationary
Firemen's Loeal No. 86, all of San Franeisco, Cal., and other
labor organizations throughout the United States, favoring the
passage of the immigration bill over the President's veto; to
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. KEISTER : Petition of 70 citizens of Evans City, Pa.,
against granting to Postmaster General authority to exclude
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from the mails certain publications; to the Committee on the
Post Office and PPost Roads.

Also, petition of St. Michael's Society, of Monessen, Pa.,
against Burnett-Smith immigration bill; to the Committee on
Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. LEWIS of Maryland: Petition of sundry citizens of
Takoma Park, Md., protesting against the passage of House
bill 20644, to amend the postal laws, or any bill with the same
title; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. LONERGAN: Petition of Stephens Benevolent Soci-
ety, of Hartford, Conn., relative to use of the mails; to the
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

Also, petition of German Lutheran Church congregation, of
New Britain, Conn., favoring passage of resolution to prohibit
export of war material; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. McCLELLAN: Petition of J. J. O'Keelly and 384
others, of Kingston, N. Y., protesting against export of war ma-
terial; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. MAGUIRE of Nebraska: Petition of citizens of
Cook, Nebr., favoring embargo on export of arms; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. MAHAN: Petition of Scheller Lodge, No. 92, Inde-
pendent Order of Odd Fellows, of Middletown, Conn., favoring
House joint resolution 377, forbidding export of arms; to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. MOORE: Petition of German-American Alliance of
Philadelphia and Pennsylvania, favoring House joint resolution
377, forbidding export of arms; to the Committee on Foreign
Affairs.

Also, letters from Messrs. Leach & Smith, Friedenbach Bros.,
and L. C. Morgan Co., all of Fortuna, Cal., urging the passage
of H. R. 5308, providing for a tax on mail-order business; to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, resolutions and letters from sundry citizens of Phila-
delphia, Pa., urging Congress to enact a law prohibiting the
exportation of arms, ammunition, and munitions of war during
the present European war; to the Commitiee on Forelgn
Affairs.

By Mr. MORIN (by request) : Petition of citizens and or-
ganizations of the United States, favoring passage of immigra-
tion bill over the President’s veto; to the Committee -on Immi-
gration and Naturalization.

Also (by reguest), petition of citizens and organizations
against passage of immigration bill over the President's veto;
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

Also (by request), petition of the Allegheny County Branch,
State League, G. R. C. Societies of Pennsylvania, favoring exclu-
gion of the Menace from the mails; to the Committee on the
Post Office and Post Roads.

Also (by request), petition of Charles L. Bernheimer, New
York, relative to settlement of international disputes by arbitra-
tion; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. MOTT: Petition of Chamber of Commerce, Water-
town, Conn., against passage of immigration bill over the
President’s veto; to the Committee on Immigration and Natu-
ralization.

Also, petition of the Council of the New York Commandery of
the Naval and Military Order of the Spanish-American War,
favoring creation of a mnational defense commission; to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, petition of the Merchants’ Association of New York and
the Chamber of Commerce of the State of New York, against
ship-purchase bill; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine
and Fisheries.

Also, petition of Woman's Board of Trade of Massachusetts,
favoring a law prohibiting use of foreign labels on goods made
in the United States; to the Committee on Interstate and For-
eign Commerce.

Also, petition of citizens and organizations of the United
States, favoring passage of the immigration bill over the Presi-
dent’s veto; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza-
tion.

By Mr. J. I. NOLAN : Communications from the Central Fed-
erated Union of Greater New York; the Wood, Wire, and Metal
Lathers' International Union; the International Association of
Machinists; the Massachusetts branch, American Federation of
Labor; the International Union of United Brewery Workmen of
America; the Washington State Federation of Labor, Tacoma,
Wash. ; the National Council, Daughters of Liberty; telegrams
from the Butchers' Union of 8an Francisco, Cal. ; the label section
of the San Francisco Labor Council; and Local Union No. 164,
International Molders' Union, San Franeisco, Cal.,, favoring the
passage of the immigration bill over the President's veto; to
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization,

By Mr. PATTEN of New York: Petition of citizens of New
York City, favoring embargo on export of arms; to the Commit-
tee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. RAINEY : Petition of 26 citizens of Mount Sterling,
1L, favoring a free press; to the Committee on the Post Office
and Post Roads.

By Mr. SCULLY: Protest against immigration bill from
Young Men's Hebrew Association, 250 members, Perth Amboy;
Polish Cadets, Sayreville; and St. Joseph's Society, South Am-
boy, all in the State of New Jersey; Washington Central Labor
Union, protesting against class legislation for the Distriet of
Columbia; American Federation of Labor, protesting against
the Taylor system; to the Committee on Immigration and Nat-
uralization.

Also, communications favoring the passage of the immigration
bill over the President’s veto from International Brotherhood of
Teamsters, Chauffeurs, Stablemen, and Helpers of America,
Indianapolig, Ind.; the American Jewish Committee, New York;
Pattern Makers' League, Cincinnati; Tobacco Workers' Inter-
national Union, Lonisville; Switchmen's Union, Buffalo, N. Y.;
International Brotherhood of Paper Makers, Albany, N. Y.;
Railway Employees' Department, 8t. Louis, International Pro-
tective Association; United Mine Workers of America; Inter-
national Typographical Union, Indianapolis; United Brother-
hood of Carpenters and Joiners, Indianapolis; Boot and Shoe
Workers’ Union, Boston; Hotel and Restaurant Employees’ In-
ternational Alliance; Bartenders’ International League of
America, Cincinnati; the Commercial Telegraphers’ Union of
America, Chicago; Washington State Federation of Labor, Ta-
coma, Wash.; Wood, Wire, and Metal Lathers’ International
Union, Cleveland, Ohio; International Union of the United
Brewery Workmen of America, Cincinnati, Ohio; Washington
Camp, No. 111, Patriotic Order Sons of America, Asbury Park;
Cigar Makers’ International Union, Chicago; Massachusetts
State Branch American Federation of Labor, Boston; to the
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

Also, memorial and resolutions adopted at a mass meeting
of citizens of New York; New York Nonpartisan Citizenship
Committee; International Seamen’s Union of America, Chicago;
New York State Federation of Labor, Utica, N. Y.; Pennsyl-
vania Federation of Labor, Harrisburg, Pa.; American Federa-
tion of Labor, Washington, D. C.; Illinois State Federation of
Labor, Chicago, Ill.; New Jersey State Federation of Labor,
Newark, N. J.; Minnesota State Federation of Labor, St. Paul,
Minn.; and the Iron City Central Trades Council, Pittsburgh,
Pa.; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. SELDOMRIDGH: Petition of citizens and organiza-
tions of New York, Tacoma, Wash.; Cincinnati, Boston, Wash-
ington, St. Louis, and La Fayette, Ind., favoring passage of
Smith-Burnett immigration bill; to the Committee on Immigra-
tion and Naturalization.

Also, petition or memorial of Friends of Russian Freedom,
favoring sustaining of President’s veto of Burnett immigration
bill; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

Also, petition or memorial of Women’s Political Union, of
Colorado Springs, Colo., against passage of immigration bill
over President’s veto; to the Committee on Immigration and
Naturalization.

Also, petition of citizens of Sterling and Amherst, Colo,
favoring embargo on export of arms; to the Committee on For-
eign Affairs, y .

By Mr. SMITH of Texas: Petitions of citizens of Sagerton
and of Mills and Runnels Counties, Tex., protesting against the
export of arms, ete.; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. STEPHENS of California: Petitions of 1,000 citizens
of Los Angeles, Cal,, protesting against export of war material;
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

Also, petition of San Francisco Labor Council, favoring pas-
sage of the immigration bill over the President’s veto; to the
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

Also, petition of Browning Club, Pasadena, Cal., protesting
agninst shipping American horses to Huropean battle fields;
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: Petition of citizens of Denver,
Colo., urging passage of the immigration bill over the Presi-
dent’s veto; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza-
tion, i

By Mr. VOLLMER: Petitions of 2,834 American citizens,
favoring passage of resolution to prohibit export of war mate-
rial; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. WALLIN : Petition of Local Union 128, Plumbers and
Steam Fitters' Association, of Schenectady, N. Y., protesting
against employment of alien labor in the Canal Zone, Panama;
to the Committee on Labor. X
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